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Tue Councit MEETING. 


It is not often that we are able to admit that com- 
munications are too numerous, but we are forced this 
week to acknowledge aglut. Unfortunately it occurs 
just when an extra long report of the doings of Coun- 
cil comes to hand and we are forced to divide the 
report for publication. 

The first question before the Council was a resolu- 
tion forwarded frem the Incorporated Society ot 
Medical Officers recommending that—* tuberculin be 
supplied to veterinary surgeons only.” A reply was 
sent by the Council expressing their entire agree- 
ment with the resolution. The discussion shows 
that the members of the Council accepted the 
resolution as right in the abstract but of doubtful 
practical application. This is a sensible view that 
we shall all approve. Veterinarians want no monopoly 
with its accompanying responsibilities, but they are 
not unwilling to bear the burden if the Government 
should desire to protect stockowners against the 
possibilities of misuse of tuberculin. Whether this 
misuse really exists is another question, and we 
— with Mr. Villar that there is no evidence that 
it does. 

The most important of the matters which occupied 
the Council was certainly the report of the Registra- 
tion Committee. This raised the question of secret 
commissions and the position to be assumed by the 
Royal College to any of its members found guilty of | 
such a practice. The discussion on the case before 
them made it evident that the Registration Com- 
mittee did not consider the charge of disgraceful con 


THE STAMPING OUT OF TUBERCULOSIS. 


The Editor of The Journal of Comparative Patho- 
logy has done me the honour of devoting an article in 
his March number to criticism of a paper I read 
before the Society of Arts in January last. 

As controversial writing is not permitted in the 
journal, except to the Editor, | must reply in these 
columns. The article is not of the clear, cold, 
logical kind to be expected in a scientific quarterly. 
It might, perhaps, be%best described as the querulous 
pessimistic style. 

The Editor says :—‘‘ The discovery that about one- 
third of the breeding stock of the country are already 
affected with tuberculosis has made it impossible for 
any sane person to maintain that the Board of Agri- 
culture ought to schedule tuberculosis and proceed to 
apply to it the measures which were successful in 
stamping out cattle-plague and foot-and-mouth 
disease, but plans which are scarcely more rational 
arc being urged upon the Government by some of- 
their irresponsible advisers. An example of these 
crude, ill-considered schemes is furnished in a paper 
by Mr. Hunting, ete.” 

This paragraph is well calculated to mislead readers 
as to the scheme I ventured to adopt. Stamping 
out tuberculosis on the plans which were applied to 
cattle-plague and foot-and-mouth disease, is not my 
suggestion. In fact it has not been suggested by 
anyone. It is a bogey which is used to frighten 
ignorant and interested persons, by those who desire 
no State interference with tuberculosis in cattle. The 
scheme I urged was not new or original. It was 
based upon the recommendations of the Royal Com- 


duct proved. They reported that the gentleman | 
accused had ‘acted with great indiscretion” and 
advised that he should be ‘ severely censured by the 
Council.” The Council did not accept the report of 
the Committee but sent it back for re-consideration. 

€ case is therefore still sub-judice and we refrain 

m comment on it. On the general question there 
tannot be two opinions. If a veterinary surgeon 
«cepts commission from the vendor of a horse, 
whilst acting as professional adviser to the purchaser, 
€ 1s guilty of conduct disgraceful in a professional 
man, and should be punished by the only disciplinary 
method in our hands—he should be struck off the 
toll of membership. We are glad to see that on the 
general question the whole Council seemed agreed. 
tis for the Registration Committee at their next 
leeting to say if the particular case is within or 
without the proper line of conduct. 


mission of 1898 and upon those of the Departmental 
Committee of 1888 -- responsible and sane bodies care- 
fully selected to weigh the best evidence they could 
obtain and to advise the authorities. The essential 
part of the scheme ~- scheduling by the Board of 
Agriculture—was approved some sixteen years ago 
by the National Veterinary Association. It was 
suggested even earlier than that by Professor Walley 
and by Dr. Fleming. It has been approved by the 
Central Chamber of Agriculture and by numerous 
assemblies of medical and veterinary societies. 
Professor McFadyean would, I am sure, not be un- 
fair, and therefore [ conclude he has not read my 
paper. Instead of quoting what I suggested should 
be done he selects some paragraphs at the end of the 
paper devoted to the financial aspect of the question. 
These paragraphs commence with the remark :— 
“There is a question that all sensible men en- 
deavour to answer before commencing any scheme, 
viz., what will it cost?” It would have been bolder 
and better to have criticised the scheme as I wrote it, 
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we might then have had its weak points displayed, | the paragraph I wrote is—‘‘ The majority of infected 

yt and possib'y have been assisted in constructing a | cattle are not infective to others—they are neither 

sh better. These pages are open to the Professor, and | dangerous to man or other animals, and their 

a I shall be pleased to hear any alternative plan he | slaughter would be a wicked waste. Only the visibly 

ay may have evolved for the preservation of our herds. | affected are dangerous, and their number does not 

Be To return to my scheme ; after referring to the | exceed 40,000.” I confess at once that some few 

ey reports of the Departmental Committee of 1888 and | non-visibly affected animals are infective, but in 

| of the Royal Commission of 1898, I said—*‘‘ These | practice they may be ignored, if by so doing we are 

a authoritative bodies have reported, and from their |enabled-to remove all the most dangerous. To 

| published recommendations we may safely compile a | slaughter all affected is impracticable, but to slaugh- 

8 complete scheme. It would be as follows :— ter all visibly affected is as Professor McFadyean t 
ie 1. Tuberculosis to be scheduled in the Diseases of | #¢knowledges—a ‘simple and comparatively in- ; 
| Animals Act. expensive method. The nen-visibly affected 
lig 2. Compulsory notification to be enforced. animals may be treated by other ways than slaughter : 

ee 3. Inspection of meat, milk, and cowsheds to be | —Wa@Yys provided for in my scheme. ' . 
cies | carried out. po If my only suggestion for the control of tubercu- o 
eee 4. Movement of diseased animal to be regulated. losis had been “ slaughter of the visibly diseased ” I v 
ths 5. Slaughter of visibly diseased animals to be en- | Should have well deserved the taunt that—‘ One is ¥ 
ee, forced. tempted to think that some people spend so much at 
Bin 6. Compensation to be paid to owner for slaughter. time in the excogitation of what may be termed fancy §& a 
Noes 7. Seizure of diseased animals in markets or | methods of dealing with tuberculosis that they have br 
toa during transit. no time to look into the recorded experiences of those j 7 
ig 8. Power to use tuberculin in doubtful cases to be | Wo have been practically applying themselves to the : 
given to authorities. ‘eradication of the disease. 
nea | 9. Offer of gratuitous tuberculin test to stock| | have still the temerity to think my scheme is th 
ce | owners, subject to isolation of all infected | 2°t “‘@ fancy method” and | have lived long enough : 
‘ animals.” not to be abashed because I differ in opinion with é er 

: i, Everyone of these suggestions has been made by the great, wise and eminent. I believe peter . se 
ie an authoritative body, and yet Professor McFadyean adoption of the scheme I compiled from the aut _ id r 
ga says “It is doubtful whether anyone aspiring to tative governmental reports would have a great : fee e 
(hae guide public opinion on the tuberculosis question has | 12 controlling tuberculosis, and that it would bring 
i ever offered such ill-judged advice.”’ If I have erred about “a gradual but rapid suppression of the —_ + 
1 I have done so in good company, and I am content | #™0ng stock.” Professor McFadyean’s stronges - 

* int to have given the same advice asa Royal Commission | #'84ment against this belief is the experience of Fro- wer 
and a Departmental Committee. That the advice is | fessor Bang. The Danish professor was 

i «<j]l-judged” is not demonstrated. The phrase is obtain a healthy herd by removal of all the animals = 
aes merely a crude expression of opinion, and is the | that reacted to the tuberculin test until he had re- 
i equivalent only of the Professor’s contrary view. peated the test ten times and occupied five years In pe 

bi The portion of my scheme which draws Professor the —. h al Con 

ig McFadyean’s greatest contempt ig the fifth clause— If,” says professor McFadyean, the remov 
Sg “Slaughter of visibly diseased @nimals to b _|of all those that reacted to ten repetitions of the par 
sibly disease imals to be en the 
hie forced.” Upon this he declares—“ Now if there is} tuberculin test failed to eradicate the disease ' tub 
ad 4 one well ascertained point in connection with the | Berd in five years, how is it possible my wry) . Tas die 
Bayt: subject it is that the disease cannot be stamped-out by merely killing the visibly affecte ho quietl 
ii) by the simple and comparatively inexpensive method | #28Wer is partly given by the professor, who * pet FA of ti 
re of slaughtering the animals that develop clinical | throws over Bang’s experience by the remar ot tee pro 
ah symptoms of the disease. The idea to the contrary is | 8 Probable, however, that the object in a Sees wee 
Bice: so obviously erroneous that an apology is almost | Obtained in much less than five a tn and the follc 
en necessary for taking the trouble to refute it.” The and believe it 7: The use of tuberculin istic su 

x Professor does not offer either the apology or the | Slaughter of the visibly diseased are not a wail ‘ 

refutation. He might have adopted one alternative methods. They may be combined a, 

3 and also have let his readers know that the proposal | 12 aay well organised scheme they nog b “ad upon iH 

i was only one of nine composing the scheme. He| Professor McFadyean’s oe tory it it is to culo, 

limits his criticism to Clause 5 as though no other | Bang’s experience is a double edged tool. tale 7 
measures had been mentioned. This method of | be accepted as a fact that herds cannot an ters ike 

i taking a part for the whole and submitting it to tuberculosis in five years, by removal of all pues e 

lt analysis is as novel a method of criticism as it is | tuberculin, applied at frequent ge nit a 

a simple, but it cannot be called effective. Even the | better direct our minds ne hep . seen an tt 

Decalogue would not stand examination as a com- If we been told ad 

plete code of morals if it were permissible to ignore | on It. We Nave, effectiveness of 

i all except, say, the ninth clause. nauseam of the ease. simplicity and etiee ld that aly 
a By separating a sentence from its context | am tuberculin in clearing a herd. Now we are oa Is for Wh 
i : convicted of ‘‘ a most dangerous error.” The sentence a tenth repetition of the = oe the is : 
| “only the visibly affected are dangerous ” is the one five years left a herd still tu an argument their 
upon which some good verbal play is made. But | Statement is good enough 
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against compulsory slaughter, isolation, disinfection, 
etc., it is simply fatal as against the mere voluntary 
use of tuberculin as a preventive measure. It will be 
necessary now for the Royal Agricultural Society to 
issue a new fly-leaf, printing in italics this ex- 
perience of Professor Bang as a warning to farmers 
not to attempt the impossible. 

Professor McFadyean in his article does not 


the authorities. To obtain the best voluntary efforts 
restrictive measures are necessary. If the Board of 
Agriculture showed some earnest of its intention to 
help the willing and to coerce the unwilling, we 
should soon have a campaign against tuberculosis 
which would speedily control its spread and ultim- 
| ately effect its suppression. 


attempt any constructive effort, but he has before | 


expressed the opinion that the best way of attacking | a 


| 


tuberculosis among cattle is by voluntary effort and 
the private use of tuberculin. The advice is being 
followed and most of the owners adopting it weed 
out their diseased animals by selling them at fairs 
and markets. My proposed plan and this are 
certainly wide apart. With the estimate of 40,000 
visibly diseased cattle among our herds, discharging 
infective bacilli from their bodies every hour, | 
suggest State interference for the protection of man 
and animals. Acknowledging 30 per cent. of our 
breeding stock to be infected, Professor McFadyean 
can advise nothing better than voluntary effort, and 
he commences his latest article in such pessimistic 
strain as this—‘‘ As time advances and information 
regarding the prevalence of the disease is accumlated, 
the difficulty, not to say the impossibility of 
eradicating tuberculosis from among the domesticated 
cattle of this country becomes more and more 
apparent.”” Those who remember when pleuro- 
pneumonia and foot and mouth disease were always 
with us will not be disheartened by the professor’s 
gospel of despair. We have heard it before and seen 
it falsified. About five years before foot and mouth 
disease disappeared the responsible Government 
veterinary advisers of the day declared ‘‘ the disease 
has become indigenous and can never be eradicated.” 
Responsible advisers are the most timid of men— 
and generally wrong. Just one gleam of comfort 
can be gathered from the article in the Journal of 
Comparative Pathology. It appears in the last 
paragraph thus :—‘‘ We consider that it is time that 
the law took cognisance of clinical symptoms of 
tuberculosis in cattle. Notification of obvious 
signs of tuberculosis in a milch cow ought to be 
made compulsory.’’ Compulsory notification is one 
of the measures my crude and ill-considered scheme 
proposed, and I welcome all support. Of course 
“compulsory notification’’ is useless unless 
followed by slaughter and hence another of my 
suggestions is approved. 

Professor McFadyean descends to prophecy. He 
says-—‘* Centuries of the operations recommended by 

rt. Hunting would not suffice to stamp out tuber- 
culosis.”” Well, it is useless arguing with a prophet, 
you can only decline to believe him. But I should 


EPIZOOTIC GASTRITIS IN DOGS. 


By Joun M.R.C.V.S., 
Veterinary College, Glasgow. 


It is with great interest that I have read the 
articles lately published in The Record regarding an 
epizootic disease prevalent among dogs, of an 
extremely fatal character, which has been observed 
both at home and on the Continent. 

As the recorded cases in Britain are confined to 
England it may be of interest to state that a similar 
epizootic occurred in Glasgow during the summer 
months of last year, from May to August, the greater . 
number of cases being recorded in May and June. 

The symptoms very closely resembled those des- 
cribed by Professor Penberthy, Dr. Scheibel, of 
Frankfort, and Messrs. C. Taylor, and H. Gray, but 
in addition, in many cases I observed well marked 
clonic spasms of the temporal and masseter muscles 
with twitching of the jaws occurring in paroxysms, 
also emaciation very rapidly progressive, and before 
death diarrhoea and passage of dark, tarry faeces mixed 
with blood. In many instances the dogs exhibited 
weakness of the hind extremities, some being 
partially or totally paralysed. 

Gangrene of the tip of the tongue was not constant, 


but the mouth had a fetid odour and the gums were 
inflamed and ulcerated. 
chocolate coloured saliva from the mouth in the later 
stages was pathognomonic; aged dogs were inore 
commonly affected, although in four cases the patients. 
were under 12 months old. 


Dribbling of bloody, dark 


Post-mortem appearances. Gastritis was invariably 


present ; in cases that were quickly fatal the organ 
being inflamed and thickened, in others of longer 
duration ecchymosis and ulceration were seen, ‘ the 
thickened mucous membrane and puckered vermiform 
appearance” described by Dr. Scheibel I have 
repeatedly remarked upon. 


In my experience enteritis instead of being excep- 


tional was common; in some cases only the duo- 
denum and small intestine being affected; in others 
‘the entire length of the bowel was inflamed and 
thickened.” 


The duration of the attack varied, on an average 


like to_ask—how many sons would be required to being from four to seven days, although several acute 
‘ven affect its prevalence by the operation recom- | cases only lasted from 24 to 48 hours; on the other 


mended by Professor McFadyean ? 2s 
It is a very common error to fancy that legislation 


hand two cases lingered for three weeks. 


At first I regarded this disease as being due to an 


8 no effect save that immediately due to its | jrritant chemical poison, and my belief was strength- 


repressive action. 


Legislation against disease has | ened by having an analysis made of the contents of 


Ways proved a most powerful educational agent. the stomach and bowels in four cases by Professor 
“hen stock-owners once grasp the fact that disease T. S. Goodwin, with the result, that two of these 
's preventable, that they must not foster it or infect | showed arsenic present in considerable quantities. 


their neighbours’ stock, they begin to co-operate with | This is not, however, my opinion now, as the epizootic 
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nature of the disease contra indicates; still the coinci- 
dence is somewhat strange. 

The question then comes “Is this a specific 
disease?” as its widespread epizootic nature seems 
to suggest, if so it is not easily propagated by infec- 
tion (i.e. atmospheric dispersion) or actual contact, as 
during the treatment of dogs affected with the 
malady I have repeatedly subjected healthy animals 
to the risk of infection, and actual contagion, with 
negative results. 

From what I have seen of the disease I incline to 
the opinion that it is contracted by ingestion of an 
animal or vegetable ptomain, the symptoms, organs 
affected, and post-mortem appearances seeming to 
support this view. It would be interesting to obtain 
some of the material, i.e. food, vomited early in the 
disease, and by administering if to a healthy dcg see 
if it would contract the malady. The difficulty here 
is that when called to see the case the stomach is 
almost invariably empty, owing to the persistent 
vomiting, and only liquids taken by the patient, 
mucus and blood can be obtained. 

That it has any connection with either distemper 
or influenza I cannot see, as it attacks dogs that have 
already had distemper, and its slight infectious or 
contagious nature does not resemble either of these 
two diseases. 


NEW SUTURE BUTTON. 


The accompanying diagram is 
of a suture button which Messrs. 
\ Arnold & Sons have made for me 
-\ and which I consider of great 

] service in all wound cases where 
] it is necessary to stitch. 

The button is extremely light, 
being made of albumen it is oval 
or round in circumference with 
a hole in the centre for the 
suture wire or cord, and on each 
\ side of the hole are two clips, 
round which the suture material 
| is twisted in the figure of eight. 
_/ The advantages claimed for this 
invention are its simplicity, light- 

:' ness, prevents cutting or tearing 
ARNOLD2 SONS LONDON of the edges of the wound and 
reduces the chances of disfigurement to a minimum, 
and lastly that it is easily rendered aseptic. 
are made in assorted sizes both oval and round. 


D. Puen, F.R.C.V.S. 


Coming Meetings. 
The National Veterinary Association hold the annual 
meeting at Plymouth on August 2nd and 3rd. 


The Veterinary Congress to be held at Baden opens on 
August 7th, and closes on August 12th. 


A Veterinary Conference will form part of the Sanitary 
Congress to be opened at Southampton on August 29th. 


They 


MALIGNANT INFECTIOUS STOMATITIS— 
SCURVY (?) 
By Pierre Mzenry, M.V., Lauréat de L’ Institut, Paris. 


This is a disease of which we have had many cases 
under observation during the last five or six years, 
but which we have not yet seen described at all, and 
which we are strongly tempted to regard as a scor- 
butic affection. What makes us hesitate to give a 
decision is that in the buccal regions of a patient 
affected with scurvy, the lesions are confined to the 
gums, while in the disease in question the whole 
mouth, the tongue included, is affected throughout ; 
it becomes purplish and covered with purulent vesi- 
cles, these symptoms being accompanied by a con- 
siderable foetid salivation, which is very noticeable. 
Again, this affection is certainly contagious while that 
characteristic is not yet recognised in scurvy. These 
affections are certainly analogous as far as Concerns 
their cachetic nature, their general symptoms, and 
above all their causes, at least those which are pre- 
disposing—unhealthiness of dwellings, food bad in 
quality and innutritious, overwork etc. 

We have been frequently in correspondence with 
colleagues or subscribers of L’Flévewr on the sub- 
ject of this affection, and it is chiefly from their 
letters and from the autopsies that we have made, 
that we have acquired our knowledge of it. 

We give below a portion of the correspondence 
which is an excellent description of the disease. 

Our confrére L. at B. le D. writes under date of 
July 18th, 1888 : «‘ About a month ago M. P., a land- 
lord and a noted sportsman, called me in to see one 
of his best boarhounds, a rough-coated griffon, which 
was in a very good condition and very strong, reared 
by himself, and two years old, which had been ill for 
five or six days. During this time he had been 
eating with difficulty, letting food drop out of his 
mouth half masticated, saliva flowed copiously, and 
the mouth gave off a putrid odour; the animal was 
very much emaciated. This dog was big and muscu- 
lar although lean. In spite of his condition he did 
seem to suffer much, his eyes were dull but he still 
recognised his master and the huntsman. He 
walked unsteddily, and curled himself down near his 
master without seeking caresses. When the mouth 
was opened a putrid and pungent saliva flowed out, 
and it was evident that the mucous membrane was 
hot, bluish in colour, and covered throughout by 
veritable phlyctene which had collected on the 
tongue and back of the mouth; some had burst, 
leaving in their place yellowish-white false mem- 
branes, which were easily removed by scraping as 10 
the case of burns. There was difficulty in swallowing 
both solids and liquids. When I saw these symp- 
toms I asked myself if it were a case of scurvy or an 
aphthous disease. k 

“The general condition of the animal and its weak- 
ness, the reddish-blue colour of the buccal and 
pharyngeal mucous membranes, and the presence on 
these mucous membranes of phlyctenoid aphthe 
led me to believe it was a special affection resembling 


scurvy. 
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‘“‘ But this affection was contagious, for five or six 
days after another dog in the same kennels died after 
The first one died after 


three or four days’ illness. 
the same interval. 


“A fortnight after I was called to a third dog, five 
years of age, presenting the same symptoms as the 


first two, that also died in the same time. I was 
able to make a post-mortem only in the case of the 
last dog, and here is the result of it. The abdominal 
cavity disclosed no particular lesion, the stomach and 
intestines were empty, the mesenteric vessels, 
capillary and others, were all intensely injected with 
black blood which stained the fingers, the liver was 
as though it were cooked and was easy to tear, the 
kidneys were healthy, the bladder was distended by 
limpid yellow urine. 

“Upon opening the chest I found the lungs 
healthy, the heart contained a clot of black blood. In 
the esophagus and trachea there was nothing particu- 
lar except a thickening of the mucous membranes 
and a dark red colouration, but no aphthe. All the 
characteristic lesions were concentrated in the mouth 
and pharynx. 

“‘ What is this disease ? The treatment—a complete 
failure—consisted at first of powerful emetic (15 
centigrammes of emetic tartar) 3 boracic gargles per 
diem, and cinchona wine.”’ 

Made by my confrére A.. of B., on some of the 
pointer, spaniel, and setter class this time. ‘‘ On the 
9th of August, 1888, I had occasion to examine two 
dogs belonging to one of my friends. One of these 
animals, e spaniel, five years old, was affected with 
complete loss of appetite and violent salivation. The 
symptoms made the owner fear the animal was mad, 
the more so because the second, a braque of 12 years, 
appeared to present similar symptoms since the 
previous evening. Both were purged with castor oil. 
The first appeared very dull. A viscid saliva es- 
caped from the angles of the mouth. Inside the 
mouth were dark red patches on the mucous mem- 
brane, which was elevated in places by a kind of con-| 
fluent eruption ; there was some pus under the raised 
places. The whole of the back of the mouth visible 
was the seat of a very active inflammation which 
tendered swallowing very painful. The braque was 
just as dull and affected with a more intense fever ; a 
thick saliva also flowed from each side of the mouth. 

he buccal mucous membrane appeared less affected ; 
there were some red patches, but no desquamation of 
the epithelium and no suppuration. Some aphthe, 
however, showed themselves. This dog had, it ap- 


‘In the month of December of this year (1888) I 
was again called to attend a white and orange braque, 
six years old, affected by a disorder of the same 
nature: vesicular aphthe in the mouth, salivation 
and want of appetite ; he died in three days. 

‘ Judging by the ages of the subjects I do not think 
that this complaint has any connection with dis- 
temper (gourme).” 

We can multiply the quotations, for we have an 
abundance of testimony on the nature of this com- 
plaint. Thus one of our correspondents lost four 
dogs in three months, after an illness which lasted a 
dozen days, commencing sometimes with diarrhea. 
‘“‘ They die in a manner rotten,” he writes, “ saliva. 
flowing from the mouth, the gums bleeding, the 
tongue falling in pieces.”” They were fed with 
patée au pain et yraisse a’ Amerique. 

Many dogs have beer sent to us for post-mortem 
examination, and the information acquired as well 
as the lesions found all agreeing with those indicated 
by our confrére L. enable us easily to recognise the 
complaint. 

The treatment which has perfectly succeeded with 
us in this disease is the following :— 

1. Five or six pills per day of : 
Salicylate of Bismuth 5 grammes 
Powdered Gum q: 

to make thirty pills. 

2. Frequent gargles with : 
Salicylic acid 
Alcohol 
Water 

alternately with lemon juice. 

3. A régime of milk and fresh raw meat. 

(Le Chien, Elevage, Hygiene Médecine, by P. Még- 

nin, vol. m., pp. 181-187, 3rd edit., 1894.) 


10 grammes 
500 ” 


ELECTION ADDRESS. 


To the Fellows and Members of 
The Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons. 


Gentlemen, 


Four years ago you did me the honour to elect me 
as one of your representatives on the Council, since 
then I have endeavoured to be a regular attendant at 
all Council and Committee meetings, and supported 
all measures calculated to advance the profession, and 
to obtain for its members the social recognition to 


peared, been afflicted in the same way the winter pre- 
ceding, and had been cured with coffee. 

“As these animals were habitually subjected to an | 
insubstantial réyime, and as I did not know exactly 

€ nature of the disease I adopted the tonic treat- 
ment—coffee and cinchona wine. Five days after 
the spaniel was better, but the braque retained its 
ulness and want of appetite, and was growing 
Weaker. The pustules completely disappeared from 
he mouths of both the patients, there remained only 
4 little irritation of the mucous membrane. I dis- 
‘ontinued the tonics, which were replaced by bicar- 
hate of soda. The braque died two days after, but 
®spaniel recovered completely. 


which they are undoubtedly entitled. 

It must be borne in mind that provincial members 
cannot possibly attend the meetings as regularly as 
those who reside in and around London. some of 
us having to travel some two or three hundred miles, 
and spend two or three days each journey; therefore 
the attendance list ought to be viewed with leniency 
in regard to those who live a great distance from Red 


Lion Square. 


I think the time has now arrived when members 


of our profession ought tc hold the position of meat 
and market inspectors in all our large towns, such as 
is now held in Manchester and Edinburgh, feeling 
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confident that they are thoroughly fit and proper 
persons to carry out the duties at the present time, 
and every legitimate means ought to be taken to 
obtain such positions. 

The testing of cattle for tuberculosis is undoubtedly 
a step in the right direction, but means ought to be 
taken’ to prevent any other than a veterinary surgeon 
from carrying out the fest. 

I would support any action of the Council tending 
to obtain for our Army Veterinary Department the 
same privilege as allowed to the medical staff in 
regard to the prefix to their title, ete. 

lf my services as Member of Council have met with 
your approval, and you do me the honour of re-elect- 


ing me, it will be my earnest endeavour to prove |g 


myself worthy of the confidence reposed in me.—I 
am, gentlemen, yours faithfulsy, 
Sam. Locke. 
Grosvenor St., Oxford St., 
Manchester, April, 1899. 
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Mr. Pottir, before giving his address, congratulated 
Mr. Hewson on his success. They all felt disgusted with 
the prosecution, and the members of the profession who 
supported the prosecution were looked upon as acting a 
very low part. Mr. Hewson had the sympathy of all 
the members of the Association in the West of Scotland. 


FACTS, NOT FICTION, REGARDING BOVINE 
TUBERCULOSIS. 
By ALEXANDER Porrie, M.R.C.V.S., Paisley. 
(Read at the meeting on Friday April 7th.) 


That man who searches after truth and finds it, 
whether of a moral or material nature, fulfils the end 
necessary for gaining proper knowledge ; because exact 
truth on any subject leads to aright understanding of it. 
On this all scientific men agree, that the right detinition 
of the word Science is:—that investigation into a 
natural subject so that facts may be seen as they really 
are (not as they are supposed to be); but this must be 
accompanied by common sense. Science, then, as Darwin 
says, is simply common sense at its best, that is, rigidly 
accurate in ubservation and merciless to fallacy. Now, 
if we accept Darwin’s definition, we must confess that 
many who have written and spoken on the subject of 


Bovine Tuberculosis have not done so scientitically.’ 


Truth is not always found on the surface, but is hidden, 
and often requires a long series of investigations before 
it can be discovered, and this the investigators into the 
truth of Bovine Tuberculosis amply prove ; for since the 
discovery of Koch’s bacilli, this disease has been com- 
mented on, settled and re-settled, disputed and deferred 
by specialists, bacteriologists, veterinary surgeons, and 
writers of every kind, so that now we might almost say 
we do not know where we are, either as regards facts or 
theory. For this confusion we veterinary surgeons aré 
greatly to blame, for of all men we certaiuly claim to 
know most about it, and do know ; but, as practitioners 
especially, we have stood aside and allowed the special 
ists full play, as we did not know where these dis- 
coveries might terminate. Thus, we may say, falsehood 


has got half-way round the world before truth has had 
time tu put on her boots. Common sense is the only 
guide we have left. But when we see those same 
specialists going back and trying to correct their own 
blunders, then it is time for us to assert ourselves. In 
proof of this I may recall a test case which took place in 
Glasgow some years ago, when the Local Authority of 
Glasgow wanted to destroy the carcases of two bullocks 
which were in good condition. The one, to appearance 
with the naked eye, had no tuberculosis, and the other 
had localised tuberculosis in the lungs only. The 
butchers, in order to defend the case, employed two 
advocates of the first standing, and the local Authority 
had also two. The case continued some five days ; but 
the curious thing was that the butchers could not geta 
single veterinary professor to _— evidence : they had all 

one to the opposite side. No one but V.S’s in practice 
could be got (the feeling being so strong with professional 
men as to the truth of Bacteriology), and hence we 
practitioners were never listened to. The sheriff decided 
in favour of the Local Authority, and the butchers, 
losing the case, had to pay expenses to the amount of 
about £1,000. Now, what was the decision given? It 
was, that all tuberculosed carcases should be examined 
by microscope, and if one bacillus be found in the car- 
case that carcase should be destroyed. 

I need not say that those veterinary professors who 
caused this decision would not give the same to-day, for 
we find one of them the other day, at a health meeting 
in London, stating that he shared the opinion of those 
who thought that very few people in this country con- 
tracted tuberculosis through eating tuberculosed meat. 
What a change ! but truth and change are quite opposed, 
so that if the evidence given at first was truthful, then 
this latter statement must be fictitious, but we presume 
the opposite is the case. Still, we admire a man who 
comes to see his error and confesses it. Perhaps what 
has led to this change of opinion in some minds has been 
the want of facts to establish their theory, for this per- 
sistent attempt of some professional men to get rid of 
long-established and well-observed facts, simply because 
they were contradictory to their theory, it seemed the 


—— plan to throw the facts overboard. This may 


be done for atime, but truth will out. 

There are many ways of finding out truth on the sub- 
ject, but you must always be aware that Government 
has taken two distinct ways or methods. The first: 
appointed a commission to enquire into the disease from 
a bacterial or specialist’s point of view, and to find out 
the danger that existed to the human being from eatin 
tuberculosed flesh or drinking the milk of a tuberculos 
cow. Their decision was that it was extremely danger- 
ous, and as a consequence of this many local authorities 
would not allow carcases to be sold with the smallest 

article of tubercule. The milk of a cow with tubercu- 
osis in any part of her body was not to be used without 
being first boiled. These decisions gave great dissatis- 
faction. Accordingly, another commission was appoint 
to investigate the facts, and to study the disease from a 
practical point of view, and to make experiments. hey 
continued for over four years investigating, and ge 
almost quite a different conclusion from the former, or 
they state that the bacilli of tubercle were rarely foun 
in the flesh of the worst carcases, only in the ge 
liver, glands, etc., which could be easily observed y ca 
naked eye and cleaned out by a goog 
that the carcase, if otherwise good, was to be used 
food. The milk only from a tuberculosed udder = 
dangerous. So you see what a difference there 1s ~ 
results. ‘The researches from the bacterial side oes : 
been discarded, while those from the practical —. — 
been adopted, “ysis the former could not stan 
test of practical investigation. li 

The then, to man from flesh and 
reduced to a minimum, so that all the former conctus 
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were erroneous. € nous 
recorded were in their imagination, but not in fact. 
This, then, is one of the best proofs that we can obtain, 


and a good lesson to us all to find out always if the theory 


of a disease corresponds with the facts, for if the theory 
of any disease is correct, it leads us on to the truth in 
every way connected with that disease. If, then, we 
observe anyone trying to set aside well-known facts we 
may be on our guard ; and this is the position, I think, 
that those veterinary surgeons who had the largest 
ractice amongst cattle took up; they retained their 
lief in the old established facts, and nearly all breeders 
of cattle and farmers are on their side, because those 
men can trace facts and give long histories of heredity. 
They can see no infection, and this, perhaps, is one of 
the best reasons we can give for the conspicuous failure 
of the last Royal Commission. They seem to have gone 
uite contrary to the views of the majority of farmers. 
heir fault, [ think, was in making investigations with 
pre-conceived opinions. They obtained witnesses that 
sided with them, accepted Professor Bang’s theories, 
theories, that in my experience have proved so often 
failures. So that the ink is scarcely dry regarding their 
report, when thei: work is condemned as a failure. 
therefore thought it best to bring before you for dis- 
cussion at this time some of the most prominent opinions 
advanced by specialists on the practical side of tubercu- 
losis, in order that I might give my opinion as to the 
truth or fallacy of these decisions. 


Per CENTAGE oF CATTLE AFFECTED. 


Let us, then, examine if it is true that forty to fifty 
per cent. of the cattle of this country are affected with 
tuberculosis. Several writers on the subject have lately 
come to this conclusion, but how they arrived at this 
percentage it would be difficult to discover. Perhaps the 
tuberculin test has had something to do with it ; but I 
can only say that if farmers had half of their stock 
affected with it, the V.S.’s would have more tu do. No, 
gentlemen. This is just a sample of those erroneous 
conclusions that are jumped at by mere suppusition. I 
shall relate my own experience, and state facts to sup- 
port it. 

I was for twenty years veterinary inspector for a local 
Mutual Insurance Society, confined to farmers in Ren- 
frewshire, and we had a very large number of milk cattle 
of the Ayrshire breed insured. The premium alone kept 
up the Society, we had no outside support. Now, when 
I state that we insured cattle during this period at two 
and a half per cent. That is to say, a stock of twenty 
cattle at twelve pounds per head cost the farmer per year 
‘ix pounds. That is only half the value of one cow. 

tis quite impossible that we could continue one year in 

nfrewshire at this rate, if we had even twenty “d 
tent., nor even ten per cent. of tuberculosed cattle, be- 
cause we insured against all diseases with the exception 
of rinderpest and pleuro pneumonia. When once a stock 
Was Insured those cattle, in whatever condition, were 
lever put out, nor were they reduced in price. Now, 
gentlemen, would you be astonished to learn that we 
‘ometimes found puerperal fever and stomach staggers 
‘using a higher death rate than tuberculosis? We had 
“metimes ten per cent., and for many years only five 
. cent., so that those men who make such false calcu- 
ations, when they arrange again those calculations will 
member to put down Renfrewshire, with its Ayrshire 
tattle, no higher than 10 per cent. Again, we have a cattle 
wle in Pais ey, to which a large number of Ayrshire 
tattle are bronght, and they have had an Insurance 
4 ety existing for years. I have heard Mr. Wilson, 
ty  wesman, stating at a public, meeting that out of 
"ohundred and fifty bulls only three were condemned, 
aid, mark you, this was when the inspectors were so 
Unute that the slightest particle of the disease would 


The enormous number of deaths 


differences of very little moment. 
ate men. What do you think of the astronomers’ state- 
ment that there is no such thing as rest / 
which we dwell is whirling rapidly through space and 
we along with it. 
accurate expression, and so does this question. 
just trouble you with an instance to show how a false 
idea is used as a connecting link to make the two diseases 
appear similar. 


further, but would advise V.Ss. and others to make 
more minute inquiry into facts, and neither believe nor 
copy such false statements, for when Mr. Wilson, of 
Aberdeen, delivered his lecture on tuberculosis in Glas- 
gow to an audience of farmers, not a single word of his 
lecture was believed, because those farmers in their ex- 
perience had found his statements to be untrue. I often 
wonder why veterinary surgeons allow such exaggerated 
statements to be made without opposing them. They 
must know that no farmer, or very few farmers, have 
applied to Government for the saloon test, and has 
it not been the most astonishing shock to Government 
and all the gentlemen composing the last Royal Com- 
mission on this subject, to find Mr. Long stating in 
public that no one has applied for it? What is the 
reason? Your farmers have passed a resolution that 
stamping out this disease without compensation will not 
do. hy, the members of the Royal Commission did 
nut know that our farmers in Renfrewshire would not 
even apply for tuberculin, under any condition. They 
say, “ We do not need it, our loss from this disease is so 
trifling that we don’t require it.” ‘They also say, “We 
would not allow our cattle to be inoculated with serum 
injection, for we do not believe in Professor Bang’s 
theory. We have already tried it, only to find it a 
failure.” So there is no doubt but the Royal Commis- 
sioners were led astray with false statements, another 
prouf that when inquiry is made into any such subject, 
all agitators should be rigidly excluded. 


Are HumMAN TUBERCULOSIS AND BovINE 
TUBERCULOSIS THE SAME ? 


We will now solicit your attention to the statement 
that bovine tuberculosis and human tuberculosis is said - 
to be one and the same disease. Now, true science ‘s 
rigid observation, not similarity of disease, but identity. 
Therefore, if we compare these diseases in some of their 
phases we find great diversity. Take Professor Watson’s 
account of it in the human subject, and suppose you 
send a physician to a cow. He would commence to 
auscultate or examine on the left side, and at, or near, 
the anterior lobes, for that is the side and the first part 
affected inman. Suppose it were in its early stages and 
you said, “Try the right lung.” His reply would be, 
“No use, for it always begins in the left.” Here, we 
would say, was a gross mistake with owr subjects, for it 
may begin as readily on one side as the other, but more 
frequently it is found at the opposite end, apex or extre- 
mity. Then he might examine all the body for open 
wounds. ‘That, we would say, was needless, for there is 
not such found in cattle. Bruises there may be from 
lying down, but not a particle of broken skin from 
tuberculosed wounds. Now, you might show him a cow’s 
lung where the tubercles were deposited at random all 
over it. There is not one in the upper left lobes. He 
would at once be astonished and say: “Does not 
Watson state that it’s a most remarkable fact that in a 
human lung tubercles: are not deposited at random, or 
indifferently in all parts of these organs!” Why, his 
confession, were he an accurate surgeon, would be that 
the tubercles, in some respects, resembled the human 
yhase of the disease, but not these important facts 
Watson notifies. I might goon comparing, but you all 
know that there are vast differences. Some of the anato- 
mists and pathologists in our profession think these 
They are not accur- 
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Therefore science demands absolute 


I shall 


The Rev. Canon who gave a lecture on 


€mn the animal. I need not argue this subject 


this disease to the 


farmers in his district, recently, said 
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he got his information on the subject from specialists (a 
most dangerous proceeding), and he was told about a 
cow which had tubercular sores on her skin. Now, who 
ever found such acow? Nota single veterinary writer 
mentions such a thing. I have made post-mortem exam- 
inations of a great’ number of cattle which had tubercu- 
losis; and never yet found a tubercular sore on the out- 
side. But what does he foundon this? That this cow’s 
sores were the cause of affecting other cattle, and that 
this was a proof of infection. Now, remove his sup- 
posed fact and his argument fails completely. You see 
how necessary it is to find out the facts connected with 
man, and the facts connected with the cow, for the facts 
differ essentially. We may say that in the tubercle class 
of disease it belongs to the cow, but it is certainly not 
identical, not rigidly the same, because the slightest 
deviation from truth will lead to false arguments and 
conclusions. 

I might enlarge further on fhe point, but if you have 
read an account of the discussion on Pseudo-Tubercu- 
losis or False Tubercle, by specialists, you will now find 
that there have been many mistakes made, by looking 
upon this disease as one and the same thing. There are 
differences of tuberculosis in different animals. There 
are different bacilli, and these bacilli are all so little 
understood, that we must not rely wholly on the tuber- 


cular bacilli as diagnostic of a tubercular disease, for it. 


can exist without a bacillus. Now, this is the conclu- 
sion of experts, and it will no doubt produce on many 
minds strange reflections, after they have all along been 
under the impression that only one kind of bacilli could 
cause tubercular disease. But as I do not wish to enter 
the specialists’ region, I shall not enlarge on their divi- 
sions of opinion, but state that we must all be rigidly 
accurate with our expressions. 

Now, the cow from the very earliest dawn of history 
has been regarded as quite distinct from human kind, as 
we read in the oldest beok—‘ Cattle after their kind ’— 
and no alteration has since been made ; for, anatomically 
speaking, we find that the cow is farther removed from 
man than any other domesticated animal. Its natural 
food is grass, it is not omniverous. Bring a chemist for- 
ward to analyse the tissues. Nota particle of the one is 
the same as the other. Many parts may have the same 
name, as bone, flesh, nerves, etc. ; the secretions may be 
called tears, urine, feces, etc. ; but not one of the pro- 
ducts of the cow is the same as man’s. Now look at the 
infectious diseases of the cow. Does man take rinder- 
pest, foot-and-mouth, pleuro-pneumonia? No, not one 
of them. And now look at the infectious diseases found 
in man which are not to be found in a cow—and why ? 
because nature cannot produce them. Surely these are 
facts worthy of enquiry before coming to accept a theory ; 
or shall we throw facts aside and accept a theory that 
has already led to false conclusions? I think not. Stick 
to facts, and compel every one to listen to you, and state 
that the disease in the cow must be accurately studied 
as seen in the cow, in order to be understood : and the 
same in human kind, and say to every one, “ Hands off ! 
the veterinary surgeon only understands bovine tubercu- 
losis, anyhow.” The diseases are not the same, any more 
than the head and feet of a cow resemble that of man. 
They only belong to the same class. 


Is TuBERCULOSIS HEREDITARY ? 


Let us now take up another statement that I consider 
is not according to fact, namely, that tuberculosis is not 
hereditary, or very slightly so. How anyone can _pro- 
nounce that tuberculosis in cattle is only slightly here- 
ditary, I cannot say. Ithink the best source to enquire 
at for information would be the breeders of cattle. The 
opinions of large breeders whom I have syfoken to on the 
subject, ond who can trace the history of their cattle, in 
many cases is, that the disease is largely, if not com- 
pletely due to heredity. But there are many in our 


own profession who have thrown overboard this fact 
altogether, just as easily as they would discard an old 
jacket. They do not bother much about it, but agree 
with the professors’ beliefs. However, as I have come 
before you to discuss all differences of opinion, and dis- 
cuss them if possible from facts, we shali commence by 
asking, What is heredity ? Hooper says, in his dictionary, 
that a hereditary disease is one which can be traced from 
the parent to the offspring. He makes no mention of 
time, either at birth or five or ten years afterwards. All 
we have to attend to is, can we trace the disease to the 
parent? Weare told by many that they believe in a 
hereditary condition, but not in a hereditary disease ; 
with regard to tuberculosis, for they say it is the germ 
that causes the disease, and they also affirm that this 
germ comes at first from without and has no connection 
with any growth within theanimal. Few, I think, could 
place such a theory of a hereditary disease on this ground, 
for we have no such cases in nature to guide us. I want 
you, therefore, to give ood heed to this condition spoken 
of, for I think we have been too loose formerly in reason- 
ing this point. 


WHAT IS THIS CONDITION? 


This condition has never been proved as a fact, but is 
merely asupposition, so that one supposition is quite as 
good as another, and if no proof of this asserted supposi- 
tion can be obtained, it remains an unscientific state- 
ment. It is only in the position of a probability. But 
we may ask this question at those who ieee in it: Do 
you know that you are just splitting the meaning of the 
word hereditary into two? For I shall endeavour now 
to prove that a belief in a hereditary condition is just a 
belief in part of this hereditary power. Let us then 
enquire, What is a condition? First in relation to dead 
matter. A condition, then, is just a relation in which 
something stands to a power. A condition produces 
no effect. But a power does produce an effect. As 
an instance: I stand before a fire, say, six yards 
away ; I may then be in a condition where the fire 
cannot burn me. The power here, you observe, is the 
fire, not the condition. But if I stand, say, six inches 
from the same fire, [am burned. But you observe that 
it was not the condition that burned me, but the. fire. 
The fire, then, is a natural power ; and every condition, 
before an effect can be produced, must have a power 
behind it. It is often said that if a farmer plough and 
manure his ground he conditions it for a crop. But that 
is only acommon saying, it is not scientifically correct, 
for it is the natural fertility of the soil that takes advan- 
tage of his manure, etc. The correct way of expression 
is that a man only assists here, for you can conceive of 
ground with no natural fertility, such as sand, where no 
manuring or sowing could produce a crop. The same 
reasoning may be applied if we take a tumbler of water 
and place a small piece of cork in the centre ; it will be 
observed that no movement of the cork will take place, 
but if we bring the cork near to the side of the tumbler, 
it is at once attracted. Now, here is an invisible power, 
which we call the attraction of gravitation. It is one of 
the greatest powers in nature, and quite invisible. r he 
hereditary power is, like this power, quite invisible : ‘we 


can neither tell what the one or other is. Ifyou ask any — 


astronomer what is the power of gravitation, he confesses 
at once that he does not know what it is, but he | 
it producing an effect, and he can tell a great deal roum 
about it. Now this hereditary power is the same. At 7 
the greatest power dwelling in, and controlling, living 
matter ; working at first quite invisibly and andeper 
dently, but silently through time producing its effects. on 
find it producing conditions, and disease as —, ‘ 
have proved already that condition isa dead thing, t .* 
fore, if a hereditary condition is produced it 1s a 
hereditary power which produces it. Hence you : ; 
that this so-called hereditary condition 1s merely part 0 
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the hereditary power. Thus: no one would breed from 
a mare going very wide behind, or that had bad curby 
hocks or narrow fore feet. And why? Because you say 
these are hereditary conditions. Now, take the case of a 
horse predisposed to sidebone. How is this sidebone 
produced? For here we havea structure called cartilage 
with no blood-vessels in it, so that no deposit from the 
blood could take place ; yet bone grows in the centre of 
the cartilage, and no bone can be produced without a 
bone-cell. Where does this cell come from? Did the 
cartilage call to the nearest bone for it, or was it some 
emigrant cell which produced the effect? None of these 
causes would you accept, and nothing but the transfor- 
mation of a cartilage cell could produce it; but the 
hereditary power produced the whole, independent of 
outward assistance ; for this is a power that takes hold 
of all the living powers in the animal body, the curative 
or restorative power, the transforming power, all the 
living powers of nature, and works out its own end. 
Where does the cancer cell come from? Not from with- 
out ; but it must be a cell transformed from within. And 
where does the pus cell come from, that sometimes fills 
the tubercle, but from cell transformation? These are 
all disease cells, and are made and manufactured in the 
animal body. 

Even if we take a common wound, we find three 
layers of cells engaged in forming the connecting tissue, 
an upper, a lower and a middle, and when their functions 
are executed the tissue forming the union is different in 
structure from the adjacent tissue, but quite sufficient 
for the purpose, and is called healthy structure. The 
cells which built up that structure could come from 
nowhere else but from the vicinity of the wound, and I 
might go on, and prove to you, one germ alone could not 
do it, that a tubercle must be formed by two or more 
cells, for we have an outside covering quite different from 
the internal material, and we can prove that this tubercle 
can be formed without an outside bacillus. I might go 
deeper and deeper into this hereditary power to show! 
that all other hereditary diseases manufacture their own 
conditions and their own disease from powers within, 
and are often quite independent of external agencies ; 
for this knowledge of the transformation of cells, and 
this power to produce tubercle without a bacillus is now 
acknowledged by specialists. 

Allow me now to give you a typical illustration of 
hereditary disease in cattle. Mr. Gibb, a farmer resid- 
ing in our vicinity, published in Zhe Scottish Farmer, 
an account of a cow that had three calves. They all 

me tuberculosed animals at different ages. The 
bull which was father was killed, and found to be tuber- 
culosed, but this same cow bred three other calves from 
a bull which was not tuberculosed, and these animals all 
proved sound. The mother was killed when sixteen 
years of age, and was found healthy. Now, can anyone 
satisfactorily account for these facts on the bacilli theory, 
that this is not a hereditary disease? [ am strongly 
convinced that no one can, without importing into his 
reasons a vast number of suppositions. We are therefore 
shut up to the conclusion that this is an instance of a 
hereditary disease which the first bull was affected with. 
might multiply hundreds of cases of almost the same 
nature, and pointing to the same conclusion. These 
facts being so well known to breeders and farmers, there 
‘sho wonder that they have all along, and still do, main- 
tain, that this is largely a hereditary disease, and those 
of our profession who continue to deny such visible facts, 
only weaken themselves in the estimation of their own 
clients. I am strongly of opinion that nothing has 
tended more to make our profession distrusted in the 
‘yes of agriculturists than this.persistent attempt to get 
nd of such a visible fact ; for "1 know no better estab- 
shed fact in nature than this, that tuberculosis in 


But we have often enquired at those who differ from 
us, what is the condition that a cow must be in, to take 
the disease? To that question we can never get an 
ancwer ; for we can prove that this disease more fre- 
quently begins when the animal is in a good healthy 
condition than in a weak one, and there can be no resist- 
ing power, for the disease continues to develop while the 
animal is in perfect health. 

_There are three ways in which the beginning of this 
disease can be proved when the animal is healthy. 
Firstly : you see at any slaughter-house a healthy, well- 
nourished carcase in every way suitable for the butcher, 
but with a considerable number of tubercles growing in 
the adipose tissue, but apparently not affecting the 
animal. For proof of this you go to the owner and make 
enquiry into her history. He relates probably, that this 
animal was bred by him, is five or six years old, and 
never had a day’s illness, but was always a healthy 
animal. Again you are called to attend a cow having 
milk fever. Possibly you remark that the owner has 
committed a mistake in having her in such a good con- 
dition at calving. She dies, you make a post-mortem 
examination, find tubercle ; but your knowledge of the 
growth of tubercleand common sense would lead you to 
the supposition that their beginning was two or three 
months back. You again call on the owner, and he is 
most astonished to learn that any such thing existed in 
his cow, for he never had a healthier animal. Again, 
you are called to attend a cow, where she appears in a 
fairly good condition, but has developed a cough which 
you suspect. You order her to be killed, for, you see, 
we can use mure freedom with our patients than in the 
human subjects and are therefore better able to obtain 
facts. After killing her, post-mortem is made, and 
tubercle is found in the lung, which must have existed 
for two or three months. The owner gives her history 
from birth, and it just agrees with what has already been 
said. So these three instances conclusively prove that 
tuberculosis has its origin when the cow is in a healthy 
condition ; and where, I ask, is the resisting power in a 
disease such as this. When in spite of all the natural 
powers it continues to develop, and as it does so in per- 
fect health, and as we also admit that it does so in weak- 
ness, surely this is proof that there is no condition con- 
nected with this disease, but that it developes in any 
condition. Condition then has nothing whatever to do 
with it in the cow. If in mana condition is necessary, 
it only proves that the two diseases are quite distinct ; 
and if a resisting power is found to exist in man, it 
does not exist in the cow ; so that all the arguments 
that are based on these suppositions must fall to the 
ground, for they are not based on fact but on fiction. 


Let us now ask, Is it true that this is an infectious 
disease ? 
INFECTION. 


The meaning of the word infection when applied to a 
disease is, “ that disease can be communicated to another 
animal from sume external cause, such as the presence 
of a diseased animal, from inhalation, or excreted 
matter.” But I believe now that the word contagious is 
used to denote all modes by which a disease may be car- 
ried to another subject by some outward cause. Do we 
find then that tuberculosed animals standing in a cow 
house with other animals invariably produce this disease. 
For we must be able to trace some connection with the 
presence of this diseased animal. It will not do to 
imagine, but we must prove it. If we take the writers 
on this subject, previous to the discovery of Koch’s germ, 
they all unanimously concluded from observation that 
there was no contagion or infection connected with this 
disease, and we must admit that they were quite as acute 
observers as ourselves. So we may say that the discovery 


Cattle js largely if not altogether due to hereditary 
Causes, 


of this germ only brought this idea forward, or what 
some term, this new fact ; but is it a fact? Many of us 
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say it is not, for we are now made aware that contagious 
diseases do not always propagate themselves by germs. 
Rabies in the dog is not contagious. If then, it is after- 
wards proved that this disease can exist without a germ, 
we may ask, Will the belief in the infection of this 
disease remain still in the minds of some? I think not. 
The ‘idea took its origin about twenty years ago, and has 
been denied by practical V.Ss., by stockowners, and 
stock breeders, as a thing that does not exist. And we 
are strongly of opinion that if this theory could. have 
been consistent with the hereditary cause, this infectious 
idea would never have been brought forward. But now 
there is a certain admission that it is both hereditary 
and infectious. That a disease can be produced by a 
parental connection in one case, and by a contagion in 
the other is to me very singular, for observe that heredi- 
tary diseases originate from causes within, while an in- 
fectious disease derives its origin from causes without, 
and thes2 two forms of disease Mave been always proved 
to be distinct from one another, so I take the oppor- 
tunity here of distinctly denying that any such disease 
could exist. But every veterinary surgeon on this point 
should be thoroughly satistied, for the battle of life in 
practice is far too important a matter for us all to be 
doubtful, when our opinion may be called to proof. I 
give you an example where V.Ss. who were taught that 
this disease was infectious, and where others that did 
not accept that theory were tested. This was a case 
which came into Court where the owner of a stock of 
thirty cattle had them let out to what we call in Scot- 
land a bower, one who takes in charge the cattle for one 
year, that is, to milk and feed them, and who gives a 
certain price for each cow. Some of the cattle had been 
affected by a bronchial cold, but there were two about 
the centre of the byre that had tuberculosis. A differ- 
ence of opinion arose between owner and bower, the case 
came to Court Five veterinary surgeons examined the 
stock on behalf of the bower. They all concluded that 
fourteen or fifteen of the cattle had been affected with 
tuberculosis on account of the presence of those two 


which had remained along with them for at least four | 


months. The owner employed the older professional 
men (I being one of them), who were of opinion that 
this disease was not infectious and that what the four- 
teen others had was due to a curative complaint. After 
the five witnesses were heard before the Sheriff, the 
agent for the farmer stated to me that he might lose the 
case if we could not prove our statements. He got the 
case delayed for a month in order to give us an oppor- 
tunity. e obtained control of the cattle and treated 
them according to our ideas. At the end of the month 
the cattle were so much improved that there was no 
difficulty in the matter. The Sheriff decided that the 
facts alone gained the case. Now I do not want to say 
one word against my professional brethren, but it just 
proves that had this been an infectious disease, no better 
opportunity for propagating it could exist ; for those 
fourteen of fifteen referred to were reduced toa very poor 
condition. . 
Allow me again to trouble you with another test case, | 
where I caused an owner to bring in a professor who | 
did not deny that he taught that this disease was | 
infectious, to examine his stock where a dispute of the 
same kind had arisen ; but in this case both the owner 
and myself was suv convinced that.this was not an 
infectious disease that we kept a cow for nearly six | 
months in the midst of a stock of thirty cattle. We had 
them examined by the professor and other veterinary 
surgeons in order to see if this tuberculosed cow which 
we killed that day, and was found to be undoubtedly 
one of the worst cases of tuberculosis that could exist, 
but we wanted a certificate of health fér the other 
twenty-nine cattle. We obtained from the professor and 
other three veterinary surgeons that the twenty-nine 
cattle in the byre were all healthy. I may also mention 


that I caused to be fed for two months, an adjacent cow 
to the diseased one, with food that the diseased one had 
left, and this cow after two years was killed and found 
to ve perfectly free from tuberculosis. I think these two 
instances, out of the many that could be related, will 
suffice to enable you to understand that veterinary 
surgeons in our district are often tested on this very 
point, and not in a single instance can I remember of 
proof being brought before a Court, that this disease 
was infectious. ‘The cases we regularly meet with are 
isolated cases, one occurring and perhaps not another 
for several years after in the same byre, and we never 
disinfect. It is quite evident, then, to me that an in- 
‘fectious disease must leave traces or indications of 
having affected others in the majority of cases where it 
does occur. 

But what testimony does morbid anatomy give re- 
garding Infection? I maintain that it positively shuts 
the door against any one holding such ideas, for do you 
not find at post-mortem examinations of the worst car- 
cases that the tubercle is never broken up; it has a 
thick skin round about it completely imprisoning the 
contents inside more completely than a fellow in a 
prison cell, for there is not an opening, a door of escape 
at all for those supposed germs inside. Nature has 
decreed that those prisoners after entering the body as 
you say, must be kept surrounded «/ a complete wall, 
so that if this tubercle is found in the lungs, there is not 
a single opening int» the bronchial tubes to admit of the 
existence of one single diseased germ passing out with 
the breath. ls the tubercle or nut to be found under 
the skin causing sore, never in the muscle or flesh !— 
never, so that no germ can pass through the skin to cause 
infection. Is it contained in the urine or feces! 
Sume careless expert might exaggerate here—however, 
there must be greater care now, for a day of reckoning 
is coming rapidly on those who have assisted in stating 
untruth regarding cases. 

Where, I ask, is the proof from morbid anatomy that 
‘this is an infectious disease? We now not only have 
negative proof here, but the most direct positive 
proof that could be obtained from morbid anatomy, that 
no germ can pass into the air from a tubercular cell. 
They are all held prisoners till the animal’s death ; these 
facts being now stated, what is the value of all those 
falsehoods about foul breath, germ cough, upon the 
enormous germs that must prevade a byre from the 
sores in a cow and germs from breath. All fiction again. 
They must all pass into the region of oblivion—false 
imagiaation—they are all founded on untruths, and they 
cannot set aside the truths of nature as we find in morbid 
anatomy. I would be inclined to enlarge here, for cow- 
keepers, brecders, and farmers have been badly treated 
on false grounds, but perhaps I may write another paper 
on this one point again. : 

It is all very well for professional men standing at a 
lecture table with a microscope explaining to students 
an easy way of understanding this disease, and quite 
another matter when a veterinary surgeon has to do his 
duty and tell the truth in this as well as in other diseases. 
For if the cattle-owner finds him at fault, his opinion 
may in other cases go for nothing. ‘ : 

Instead then of indulging in theoretical notions, his 
cannot afford to be committing error with regard to . 1s 
disease or apy other, and does it not seem strange t! va 
with no other infectious diseases there is no se 
voice, and there would be none in this, if we ewe i 
true. This theory then must give place to. — ie 
facts, so that to maintain that this disease 1s infec — 
seems to me quite fictitious. I am well aware ht : 
in cattle has been mistaken for an outbreak of = sens 
losis, having visited several stocks where 
men entertained a belief that this was an out “oad 
tuberculosis. The symptoms are so similar, the oor = 
hollow cough, the emacation, and even the post-m 
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appearance of the lung is so like, having little nodules 


nodules in the lungs supposed to be connected with 


exists to uphold this theory. 
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like miliary tuberculosis. When we consider then that 
this hoose is an infectious disease, so that we can quite 
well understand how many practitioners have made 
mistakes. You observe recently the confession of 
specialists the grievous blunders have been made by 
+ mane sal in confounding the one disease with the 
other, for we are told that many rabbits which were 
injected by tuberculosed serum which produced certain 


tuberculosis, are now found not so. It is quite useless, 
then, for veterinary surgeons who have accepted this 
idea of infectioa to think that farmers and cattle dealers 
will ever change their opinion here. The matter to 
them is self evident, and no proof as far as we find 


MILK. 


Allow me now to call your attention briefly to the last 
observation, namely, the question relating to milk, said 
to contain the bacilli. In other words, is there any proof 
that the human being will take tuberculosis from drink- 
ing cow’s milk? It seems to me very strange that an 
article of daily food such as milk (I might have included 
flesh, but no one now believes that tuberculosed meat, as 
partaken of by man, could produce tuberculosis in him 
—that is the popular confession now) should contain a 
poison, or something like a poison, and yet not a single 
authentic case can be brought forward to establish the 
fact. It has been asserted, certainly that a vast number 
of children become diseased from this supposed cause, 
but when we reflect that the tuberculosed Royal Com- 
mission was four years engaged in enquiring into this 
question and came forward afterwards stating they had 
no proof, they could only infer that man might be affec- 
ted—quite a probability, but not a scientific fact-—no 
proof. There is strong reason then for believing than no 
such occurrence takes place, for medical men can dis- 
cover when people partake largely of salt meat that 
scurvy is the result, or even those who drink freely of 
spirits have their countenance affected, and those who 
eat measly pork are affected by disease ; but not a single 
case can be produced where tuberculosed milk has 
brought on disease. And if we take a wider view of this 
question, we shall find in many districts that those who 
consume most of this liquid, are least affected. For in 
the North of Scotland milk is the principal food used 
amongst farm servants, and if we compare those parties 
with others who perhaps only use it once daily in towns, 
We find that the former are less affected with tubercu- 
losis than the latter. So here we have a paradox or a 
contradiction for where do we find a liquid with a 
Poisonous ingredient in it where those who consume most 
ofitare least affected. But we are told that the condi- 
tions or environments may account for this; the sunshine 
ofthe country they suppose will account for it all ; but 
iy guod friend and old fellow-student, Mr. Thomson, 

overturned this supposition completely by fact. He 

killed the supposed arguments here, by his reference 
‘othe amount of disease in Australia and other countries 
Where the sunshine is abundant. 


Beware !?” They have said so to masons, to colliers, 
and to grindstone workers, but never yet to a dairyman 
in a large city ; because they could not. And why, be- 
cause the facts are against them ; they look the very 
victure of health, both male and female, and live as long 
ives as others. In fact it has always been considered a 
healthy occupation, so that here again you are met witha 
complete paradox. Now, these paradoxes can only be 
explained by stating plainly that there is nothing here, 
neither in milk nur in environments, to cause the 
disease, so that this theory, when brought into contact 
with real facts as they do occur, is completely ground- 
less, for it is only tuberculosed milk that is dangerous— 
and we know that a cow with a tuberculosed udder 
is a very great rarity—perhaps many veterinary sur- 
/geons have never yet observed one. I have often won- 
dered how men possessed with common sense would not 
consider the effect of a plain reality; for no one can 
reason against reality. But I have been often amused 
with this want of common sense in some lecturers, mak- 
ing exaggerated statements regarding flesh and milk to 
an audience composed principally of farmers, healthy 
and strong, fifteen to eighteen stones weight, while the 
lecturer had legs like two sticks and face as white as 
snow. This man boasting that he never drinks milk 
without first boiling it, while his audience consumed the 
milk from infancy as it came from thecow. I say if this 
lecturer had a spark of common sense he would stop in 
the middle of his peroration and say, “ Your appearance 
before me destroys my argument.” The situation is too 
ridiculous for description. A painter only could do it 
justice. 

But without doubt this question of bovine tubercu- 
losis has not been well considered by our profession from 
its practical side, and on this account many truths con- 
cerning it have been set aside. The sympathetic feeling 
and the desire to be on the public side have retarded 
investigation. For you find if any one stands up before 
a —— audience and just says he is speaking in the 
public interests, and that he is anxious to prevent 
disease, he may often make quite fictitious statements 
and quite ungrounded remarks, but on account of his 
supposed sympathy for the good of humanity, he solicits 
their greatest applause ; but who believes in heroes such 
as Bang, Nocard, and as many foreign professors as 
possible, and are carcful to end their sentences by des- 
cribing their interest for the public weal, make often 
the most ludicrous errors, and these mistakes are just 
copied by others. In this way fiction on the subject is 
rapidly spread. But we rust give up encouraging all 
such unscientific men, whether they be doctors, canons, 
or editors, and compel them, if possible, to speak accord- 
ing to practical facts. Truths, not a semblance of 
truth, but truths as they really occur, in Bovine Tuber- 
culosis. 


DISCUSSION. 
The paper was very heartily received. : 
The PRESIDENT said they had listened to Mr. Pottie 


with the greatest aye oe he was sure some benefit 
would be derived by the discussion. 


i the suppose we extend our inquiry and come to one 


e largest cities, where a cowkeeper trades in the | address. 


Mr. Hows said they must thank Mr. Pottie for his 
They could not expect every one to agree with 


“ntre of that community, breathing the same air as | him, there were twenty on one side and nineteen on the 


thers, and, according to medical officers of health, sur- 
‘unded by worse environments than others, tor has he 
wot tuberculosed cattle—twenty per cent. of his 


other. 


Mr. Wart asked leave, as a visitor, to make a remark. 


stock | He was Vice-president of the Chamber of Agriculture, 


‘aid to be affected. He inhales this air, said to be filled | which brought Mr. Thompson forward with reterence to 
micro-organisms, and the effuvia from his own | tuberculosis. He was largely interested in the subject, 


Ung-stead. Compare this cowkeeper, his family, and directly and indirectly. 
‘ervants wi velling i iron- | deal about it ; but he did not know that he had heard 
with those around, dwelling in better environ pret A ceromely to the point and so fall of common 


sense 


a I ask, then, this question: Has any medical 
cer Of a large city pointed out or selected those indi- 


e had heard and read a great 


and that placed the tuberculosis question so 


Viduals as ; is di ? Have they said | lainly before the public mind. He wished Mr. Pottie 
e Ph allow the paper to be brought before the Chamber 
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of Agriculture, and have one more blow at his friend 
Canon Rawnsley. (Laughter and App.) 

Mr. Porrie said he would read the paper before the 
Chamber of Agriculture or anywhere else. He was not 
afraid of the public. 

Mr. THompson said Mr. Pottie had had forty years’ 
extznsive practice in a good cattle district and he had 
given a practical paper. If he disagreed with other 
a. so much the better. They would try to get some 
ight on the subject. With regard to sunshine and fresh 
air they must admit that it was through sunshine, fresh 
air, and exercise that tone was given to the tissues of 
the body. This would ward off disease for a time, but 
it would not cure consumption. Once it had entered the 
body it would claim its victim at last. He had had as 
much to do with consumption as any one man, he was 
very sorry to say. It would lie latent for a time, and you 
would think the patient was cured, but it would come 
again and again, but finally it Claimed its victim. A man 
had a right to his own opinion, and he believed that 
consumption was far more hereditary than infectious or 
contagious. He was pleased Mr. Pottie mentioned the 
case of the bull. 

Mr. GARNETT: Query. 

Mr. Porrie: I can give all the names at once. 

Mr. THoMpPSON said he believed it was more conveyed 
through the bull. Mr. Pottie’s remarks anent the three 
tubercular animals by a tubercular sire were a further 
confirmation of his own experience. How it was done 
he could not tell, but it was transmitted as much by the 
male as it was by the female. Whether in the seminal 
fluid or not he could not say. He thanked Mr. Pottie, 
who was an observant veterinary surgeon, who had the 
courage to put his convictions on paper and bring it before 
the meeting. 

Mr. McKie said he did not agree with all Mr. Pottie 
had said. It was too late in the day to dispute the germ 
theory. There must be some heredity, because consump- 
tion was understood to be everywhere ; and there must 
be some resistance or they would all have it. At the 
same time he thought it was contagious. He knew a 
byre where for years animals put into a certain stall took 
tuberculosis. Probably they were all predisposed to it. 
It was a wonder the animals in the next stall did not 
take it. The stall was kept empty for six months, then 
a cheap cow was put in, kept healthy, and the stall had 
been free from it since. This last season or two he had 
been troubled with yearlings dying from tabes mesen- 
terica. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG said he agreed with much that Mr. 
Pottie had said, but not with all. They all held different 
opinions, but there was one tbing in the paper he ad- 
mired—it was taken from facts, and from the writer’s 


disease. e quite agreed as to the disease being latent. 


He also had known too much about it in his own 


family. 

Mr. J. HEwson said one or two of the members were 
rather surprised at the strong opinions Mr. Pottie had 
delivered. Some were quite opposite to those held by 
himself—but his experience was less, and he must give 
way in that matter to Mr. Pottie. For the last year or 
two he had been under the impression that there was 
very little hereditary tendency in tuberculosis. Here- 
ditary tendency and congenital disease were different 
things. Disease found on the offspring at birth was 
congenital, and when hereditary it might develop at any 
time. In tuberculosis it was seldom found in the off- 
spring. They scarcely expected a cow to breed strong 
healthy calves if she wastuberculous. The calves might 
have weakened tissues, and would be predisposed to the 
disease. ‘That might account for a good deal of the 
idea that the disease was hereditary. Mr. Pottie said 
he usually found animals develop the disease when in a 
strong and healthy condition. He was surprised at 
this. He might have taken him up wrongly. He very 
often found that the disease developed when animals 
were weakened from other complaints. The time he 
found it was most frequently after parturition—from a 
month to two months afterwards. Then he attributed 
it to the act of parturition weakening the system, and 
perhaps cleansing, or not cleansing correctly, or contract- 
ing colds. He agreed that animals were frequently seen 
in apparently healthy conditions, yet when butchered 
were found with localised tuberculosis. Mr. Pottie gave 
him the idea that the disease encysted itself in the body, 
and limited its etfects to that part, not being capable of 
escaping. Might it not be due to the bacillus having 
not so strong a power of irritation as other bacilli? as 
it was said to one of the weakest. Might it not 
account for its encystment ? causing a growth of new 
tissues around it and enclosing if, where a stronger 
bacillus would produce inflammation and cause the death 
of the part. Another point was that a cow with tuber- 
culosis was not a source of infection in the byre. He 
deferred to Mr. Pottie’s large experience ; but he would 
say that a cow with the disease and having a cough and 
expectoration would be a danger to other cows in 
proximity. When the disease was localised in the lungs 
expectoration was dangerous. 

r. Porrre: How could the bacilli escape’ The 
nodules are not broken. ‘ 

Mr. Hewson: Professor Walley showed us direct 
continuation from the bronchial tubes to the tuber- 


culous nodule. He considered that sunlight and fresh 
air had a very strong preventive action, though not a 


own general observation. There was only one point he | curative action. With regard to the healthy attendants 


would touch on. He had been trying experiments for 
six weeks. He had inoculated a certain herd composed 
of two-thirds dairy shorthorns, and one-third Irish eattle 
for feeding--about 70 altogether. Out of the 70, 13 re- 
acted. The 13 were again inoculated, and three reacted 
about a month afterwards. One was a polled Irish 
heifer which turned out in calf, the others were short- 
horn cows, big fat animals, with every appearance of 
perfect health. The Medical Officer of Health and him- 
self obtained a sample of milk from each, and cultivated 
it on dry blood serum. They got beautiful specimens, 
and could not detect the bacilli in any of them. The 
— heifer had an indurated quarter, and the other 
iad slight induration at the top of the quarters. If they 
followed Crookshank, Bang, Woodhead, McFadyean and 
others they found that unless there was direct mammary 
tuberculosis there need be no fear in using the milk. 

Mr. Pears said he was of opinion that tuberculosis 
was hereditary, and he believed it could be contagious 
as well. A healthy cow placed in a byre in which there 


of 14 stone and 17 stone, he would point out that at the 
same time they got the dose of poison they also got the 
antidote, and the disease did not originate or develop. 


VoTE oF CONDOLENCE. 


On the motion of the President, seconded by = 
Pears, it was agreed that a letter of condolence be for- 


warded to Mr. Anderton, of Hexham, expressing the 


deep sympathy of the members of the Association to 
him on the death of his wife. 
A cordial vote of thanks was unanimously accorded 


to the ex-president, Mr. Jas. Carlisle, for his — < 
the chair during the past year, one and all regrette 


absence of the venerable gentleman. 


It was agreed that the summer meeting be held at 
Dunotfries. 
A hearty vote of thanks was given to the new prest- 
dent for his conduct in the chair, and the meeting 
separated. 
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“Dear Sir, 


-corporated Society of Medical Officers of Health.— 
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Royal College of 
Veterinary Surgeons. 


A quarterly meeting of Council was held at the College, 
10 Red Lion Square, on Friday, April 14th, 1899, Mr. A. 
W. Mason, President, in the chair. The following mem- 
bers were present: Messrs. Barrett, Bower, Cope, Duck, 
Dewar, Elphick, Sir F.FitzWygram, Messrs. Fraser, Hart- 
ley, Lawson, Lambert,C.B., McCall, Penberthy, Simpson, 
Trigger, Villar, Wartnaby, W. O. Williams, Wragg, 
A. W. Hill (Secretary), and the Solicitor. 

Letters regretting inability to attend were received 
from Messrs. Abson, Carter, Mulvey, and Principal 
Williams. 

The minutes of the last quarterly meeting and special 


CORRESPONDENCE. 


The following letter was read from Mr. James Wheat- 
ley, Hon. Secretary of the Incor 


edical Officers of Health (North-Western District) :— 


I enclose the resolution which was passed at the 
last meeting of the North Western Branch of the In- 


Yours faithfully, 
AMES WHEATLEY. 


“That it having come to the knowledge of the North 
Western Branch of the Society of Medical Officers of 
Health that dairy farmers have been advised to inoculate 
their stock with tuberculin privily for the purpose of 
making abortive any subsequent test, recommend that 
tuberculin be supplied to veterinary surgeons only. That 
a copy of this resolution be sent to the Jenner lLastitu- 
tion, the Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons, and the 
Council of the Incorporated Society of Medical Officers 


The PREsIDENT said the matter was an important one’ 
and he should like to hear some discussion upon it. It 
was a question of the abuse of tuberculin. Should it be 
applied generally by anybody, but be only used by 
veterinary surgeons under some restrictions. 

Mr. Triaccer: It appears to me that although we must 
entirely sympathise with the object of this letter we 
cannot control the actions of wholesale chemists and 
others who sell tuberculin. That must be a question 
for Government legislation. I think we might very well 
send a resolution from this Council expressing an opinion. 

€can express an opinion that the wholesale sale of 
tuberculin to irresponsible persons is likely to defeat the 
proper application of the tuberculin test. : 

Mr. Wrace : I should like to suggest that mallein 
should be included. I know that mallein is used by 
Irresponsible persons. 

Mr. Virtar: I noticed the other day in the report 
of the British Dairy Farmers’ Institution that they had 
presented a memorial to some Government oftice—l 
teally do not know which it was—asking that restrictions 
should be placed on the sale of tuberculin, and that all 
sales of tuberculin should be registered. I think it would 

€ avery good thing if we could get it controlled on 
Similar lines as the Sales of Poisons Act. 

Mr. Barrett: I entirely concur with the remarks 
Which have fallen from Mr. Trigger and Mr. Villar, but 

think it would be premature for us at present to con- 
Sider the sole use of tuberculin by veterinary surgeons. 
In order that we might be able to do that we should 
ave to seek Parliamentary powers. But this subject is 
ot some importance, and therefore, with your permission, 


rated Society of | 


Hon. Secretary of the Incorporated Society of Medical 
Officers of Health, North Western District, for his 
courteous letter with the accompanying resolution, of 
which they entirely approve. ‘The Council are of opinion 
that veterinary surgeons only should be permitted to use 
tuberculin.” We might pass that. It will probably 
have no great effect, but it will open the eyes of those 
gentlemen and show them that we are alive to the 
interests not only of the dairy farmer but of the profes- 
sion of which we are members. Nothing more can be 
done, as Parliamentary powers will have to be sought 
and obtained before anything more can be done from a 
legal point of view. 

Mr. FRASER : 1 have very great pleasure in seconding 
that resolution, and | would suggest with Mr. Barrett’s 
consent that a copy should be sent to Mr. Walter Long of 
the Board of Agriculture and Mr. Chaplin, the President 
of the Local Government Board. 

Prof. McCatit? The Medical Officers of Health are 
supposed to be allowed to use it, and they ask for our 
support. 

Col. LaMBertT : Do not you think we are going rather 
too far? The resolution of Mr. Barrett’s says that only 
veterinary surgeons are to use tuberculin. It is obvious 
from the letter that the Medical Officers of Health want 
to use it too. In fact, what is to prevent them? I do 
not think the Government will do anything to prevent 
their using it, and | very much question whether they 
would prevent any stock-owner employing it on his own 
stock. It seems to me it is premature to return an answer 
like that all at once. 

The Prestpent : I do not know what powers we can 
obtain, but there is no harm in trying to obtain them if 
possible. 

Mr. FrAsER: Does Col. Lambert suggest that a 
medical officer of Health should apply the tuberculin 
test to the lower animals or to aot | ? 

Col. Lampert : [ say that they can apply it now. The 
question is whether you will not raise more opposition 
on their part—whether it is not premature to spring it all 
at once. There is no proper legislation about tubercu- 
lin yet. 

Prof, W. O. WittrAMs: As I read the letter it is a de- 
sire of the Medical Officers of Health that they should 
not use it, and the veterinary surgeons should use it. _ 

The PrestpENT: It says “That tuberculin be supplied 
to veterinary surgeons only.” 

Mr. Evpartck : I believe that that is the feeling of the 
medical officers in the whole United Kingdom, that only 
veterinary surgeons should use it. 

The Prestpent: In the North of England we are of 
that opinion, that we are the sole and proper persons to 
whom this particular operation should be entrusted. 
Prof. W. O. WiittaMms : [ have much pleasure in sup- 
porting Mr. Barrett’s proposition. In the North there is 
an agitation going on at the present time to confine the 
sale of tuberculin, if possible, to the Board of Agricul- 
ture. I have been in correspondence with some cone 
and [ think this is the enly country in which tuberculin 
is allowed to be sold freely. In is 
repared specially and only supplied by the Governmen 
to Govenionn officials, and the same thing holds good 
in most other countries. It certainly ought to apply in 
this country because there is great doubt as to the uses 
to which tuberculin is put. 
Prof. Penpertuy: I am accustomed to have a good 
many thousand doses of tuberculin from France to use 
here, and I have had it handed to me by a private 
individual in France who has got it independently of any 
official capacity. It happened to come from Prof. Nocard 
himself. 
Prof. W. O. Wiii1aMs: [ have not Professor Nocard’s 
letter, but he wrote to me within the last fortnight and 
stated that tuberculin was only distributed by the 


a and the permission of the Council I shall move the 
‘ollowing resolution. “The Council desire to thank the 


Government to its own cflicials in France. 
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Prof. PeNBERTHY : We all know that the Pasteur | does not matter where it is made or where it comes from 
Institute distributes it wherever it is reqnired. I fully | or who sells it—the onl question is our applying it ? 
agree with the principle which is involved, that is to say,|_ The Prestpent: Yes. I will put Mr. Trigger’s 
thattuberculin should not begenerally used by everybody, | amendment first. had 
so that we should have some trace of it ; but I scarcely Professor W. O. WittiaMs: I think it is almost un- 
ui see how it is to be done unless it is by Act of Parliament. | necessary to go further in connection with this matter, 
f It-could not be brought about unless an Act of Parlia- | because to my mind, the injection of any material into 
ment were introduced to prevent its sale to any but|an animal by an unlicensed person would cause that 
. veterinary surgeons, and I feel that that could not be | person to be liable to prosecutivn under the Vivisection 
) done. Act. -I do not think anybody can inject substences with- 

Mr. Fraser: Mr. Barrett will allow me perhaps, as | outa license or without being a professional person. 
the seconder of his resolution, to suggest the words at| Mr.Copr: At the present moment we at the Board 


a the end of his motion of “in the lower animals.” 


Mr. Barrett : I will accept that 

Mr. Triccer: I suggest with great respect to Mr. 
Barrett that the resolution should run: “That the sale 
of tuberculin to irresponsible persons is calculated to de- 
feat the reliability of a test, and that it should be sup- 
plied to veterinary surgeons”only for use on the lower 
animals.” My idea is that we might send this resolution 
to Mr. Long and anybody else we thought fit. 

Mr. Barrett : I do not think it matters a bit. I will 
withdraw my motion in favour of Mr. Trigger. 

Mr. Wrace : Just to open the discussion I will second 
Mr. Trigger’s resolution. 

Prof. Dewar : This resolution presumes the manufac- 
ture and possession of tuberculin by some responsible 
person as it were, whereas any veterinary surgeon can 
manufacture it for himself. 

The PREsIDENT : Still we want to get it registered if 
possible. I think it should come from some body like 
ourselves that some steps are necessary in the matter. 

Mr. Vittar: To my mind the greatest objection to 
accepting this motion of Mr. Trigger’s is that it appears 
to put us as veterinary surgeons in the position of pre- 
suming that it is possible by the use of tuberculin to de- 
feat the ends of the tuberculin test. I should like to 
hear whether any veterinary surgeon is prepared to 
assert that the frequent introduction of tuberculin does 
stop an animal reacting. We have heard it, but I have 
never had any absolute experience of it. 

Mr. TricGer : I do not think my resolution suggests 
that at all. 

Mr. Core: I apprehend that the intention is to limit 
the purchase of tuberculin to tuberculin prepared at 
some recognised establishment. What is p sana to pre- 
vent any individual in this country, if he likes, getting 
his material from anywhere that he wishes on the Con- 
tinent of Europe? It can come by post at any moment 
if anybody sends the money for it, and that cannot be 

Colonel Lampert : It struck me that the difficulty in 
the way is as Mr. Cope suggested, that there is no 
obstacle to anyone getting tuberculin from the Continent. 
There are enormous quantities which come over here 
from the Pasteur Institute and there is nothing to pre- 
vent it. Is that resolution only to be confined to tuber- 
culin made in this country ? 

Mr. Barrett : I do not want to rise again to occupy 
the time of the Council, but that is why I drafted the 
resolution in this particular form. I saw the difficulty 
Mr. Cope has pointed out. We shall have large 
quantities imported from the Continent, and it seems to 
me unwise to adopt any resolution which attempts 
something which is really impossible ; not only im- 
se as far as we are concerned, but as far as the 
egislature itself is concerned. 

Mr. Cope: I do not think for a moment any private 
ew should be prevented from using it if he 
iked. 

Mr. Barrett: There is that difficulty. 

The PRESIDENT : That is the point.” The safety of 
the public requires that the test should be applied only 
by veterinary sugeons. 

Mr. Lawson: I suppose your argument is that it 


of Agriculture are in communication with the Home 
Office on that very point, as to whether it is necessary 
for any person to have a license in order to test animals 
with tuberculin or mallein. There is no question about 
it that it does produce pain, more particularly with 
mallein, and under the Act as it now stands, no person 
can perform an experiment and inflict pain unless he 
holds a license from the Home Office. I hope before we 
meet again I may be able to give some definite reply to 


Professor Williams. 
Mr. TriccerR: I will withdraw my resolution and 
take that which Mr. Barrett has moved. ~ t 
The PrEsIDENT: Then I will put it. 
Mr. Barrett’s resolution was then put as follows :— I 
“The Council desire to thank the honorary secretary of g 
the Incorporative Society of Medical Officers of Health, I 
North-western District, for his courteous letter, with the , i 
accompanying resolution, of whichjthey entirely approve. ’ 
The Council are of opinion that veterinary surgeons only t 
should be permitted to use tuberculin in the lower i 
animals.” ol 
The resolution was carried. I 
On the motion of Mr. Fraser, seconded by Mr. in 
Warznaby, it was agreed that copies of the -esolution a 
should be sent to the president of the Local Government Ol 
Board, and to the president of the Board of Agriculture. : 
STEEL MEMorRIAL. 

The PrestpENT mentioned that Dr. Fleming and alk 
Professor Williams had written thanking the Council ab 
for the honour conferred upon them in connection with Of 
the Steel Memorial Medal. na 
PRESENTATIONS TO LIBRARY. 2 

The SecRETARY announced presentations to the a 
Library by the editors of various veterinary apersand the the 
receipt of calendars from several of the colleges ; and on We 
the motion of Mr. Wragg, seconded by Mr. Trigger, 4 Po 
vote of thanks was accorded t« the donors. poe 
FINANCE CoMMITTEE. Pin 

Mr. Triccer read the report of the Finance Com- ~ 
mittee which recommended that cheques should A. ~ 
drawn to satisfy the liabilities at present existing He i 
moved the adoption of the report. 
Mr. Lawson seconded the motion which was carried. oA 


REGISTRATION COMMITTEE. me Wo 


Mr. J. F. Smmpson, the Chairman of the Committss, 
read the report of the Registration Committee, W - 
stated that two meetings had been held and a number 
of cases had been dealt with, mostly for gala al 
The Committee reported having considered a letter " 
the Privy Council in reference to Mr. Wynd’s om Pe 
his application to be registered under section, 13 . be 
Veterinary Surgeons Act (Colonial Practitioners = 
submitted a form of letter to be sent in answer. 


= 
a 


following is the letter :—‘“Sir, Colonial Practitioners aaRS seve 
re Wynd’s application, Lr. No. 
Council of the College of Veterinary of 
instruct me to acknowledge the receipt of Mr. 
the 23rd of January last, enclosing a letter fro in oe Pini 
T. D. W. Thomson, Mr. Wynn’s agent, in le ii 
gentleman’s appeal against the refusal of the Co s ; th 
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register him as a Colonial Practitioner. I am instructed 
by the Council to state that they have given their 
Lordship’s letter and the documents therein enclosed 
most careful consideration, and can see no reason to 
alter the decision they had yet Aegean at, namely :— 

entertained. ‘They 
are of opinion that their reasons are sutticiently set out 
in their communication of the 4th October last, to Mr. 
Wynd. If any additional reason is needed, they would 
respectfully point out that even on the applicants own 
oyal College 
e Ontario Veterinary 
College are very distinct, and the latter falls far short of member of the Council. 


that the application could not 


showing, the standard of efficiency of the 
of Veterinary Surgeons and of th 


the requirements of the former. I would also venture 


to puint out that the examinations at the Ontario | horses. 


Veterinary College appear, according to the paragraph 
on page 4 of Mr. Thomson’s letter, to be conducted by 
examiners who take part with the Principals and Pro- 
fessors in examining the students; this is especially 
prohibited in the case of students of the Royal College 
of Veterinary Surgeons, and the Charter of 1844, page 25 
of the Register, expressly prohibits Protessors from 
acting as examiners. I am also desired to point out 
that the position of Colonial Practitioners when 
registered by the Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons, 
makes them, ¢pso facto, members of the College, and 
gives them a far superior position to Registered 
Practitioners under Section 15, which would apply to 
persons not necessarily having such qualifications as 
existed in the case of members. The Council desire me 
to say that they are of opinion that if this application 
were admitted, it would upen the door to alarge number 
of — not possessing the necessary veterinary 
skill and efficiency required by persons practising 
in the United Kingdom. I beg to enclose herewith 
a copy of the Reasons supplied to Mr. Wynd 
on the 4th October last, as being the reasons 


of the Council for refusing his application, and | 


also beg to return herewith Mr. Thomson’s letter, which 
was enclosed in your letter of the 23rd January last. I 
also enclose a copy of the Register containing the Charter 
above referred to. [‘‘ To the Clerk of the Privy Council 
jon The Committee also reported that a person 
named Nichols had been prosecuted for using the words 
“Oddy’s Veterinary Establishment,” and was convicted 
and fined 7 guineas and costs. The Committee recom- 
mended two prosecutions. They also recommended that 
the following names should be restored to the Register : 
Messrs. Bartram, Neville, Bruce, South, Archer, and 
Porter. The Committee had had before them on two 
occasions an investigation into the conduct of Mr. F. W. 
Pinkett, of Worcester. The charge against Mr. Pinkett 
was that he being concerned for the purchaser of certain 
horses and receiving a fee for so doing had a secret under- 
‘tanding with the vendor of the horses that in the event 
ofa sale taking place he was to receive some commission 
remuneration from him. Mr. Pinkett on the second 
‘casion was represented by Mr. Dobbs, a solicitor of 

oreester. The evidence consisted of a verified tran- 
“tlpt of the shorthand writer’s notes of Mr. Pinkett’s 
evidence as a witness in the case of Shipway v. Broad- 
"ood, at Worcester Assizes. The defence was a denial 
of the charge. Having fully considered such evidence 
ind also having heard Mr. Dobbs and Mr. Pinkett’s own 
planation the Committee were of opinion that Mr. 

inkett acted with very great indiscretion in apparently 


‘uiescing with the promise of a commission or gift 


“verely censured by the Council. The Committee also 
that the sub-committee appointed to consider 
© questicn of the veterinary diplomas of the Highland 
nvcultural Society of Scotland submitted a case an 
Minion of the Standing Counsel, which confirmed the 


mM the vendor, and considered that he should be. 


persons holding the veterinary diploma of the Society. 
and the sub-committee reported that they had instruc 
the Solicitor to prepare a statement to be submitted to 
the members of the joint sub-committees prior to the 
eo meeting of such joint sub-committees. 

r. SIMPSON moved the adoption of the report. 

Mr. TRIGGER seconded the motion. 

Mr. Fraser: [rise to propose an amendment: “ That 
the report be not adopted, and that the name of Mr. 
Pinkett be removed from the Register of the College.” 
I do not know that I need detain the Council long. Un- 
happily the facts of the case are probably known to every 
mx Pinkett was employed by a 
' client named Broadwood to purchase for him a pair of 
Having found a pair that he thought were suit- 
able, they were submitted to Mr. Broadwood, who con- 
sented to buy them, and give £200 for them on con- 

dition that they were passed by Mr. Pinkett. I would 
like, Mr. President, that every member of the Council 
‘would take particular note of the condition on which the 
horses were bought. Mr. Broadwood did not say he 
_ would give £200 for those horses if they were seen or 
| passed by a veterinary surgeon ; he said he would give 
| £200 if they were passed by Pinkett. Then Mr. Pinkett 
/examined the horses, which were the property of « horse 
dealer named Shipway. During the examination of these 
horses Shipway offered Pinkett, to use his own express- 
ion, “something,” or a gift, or commission, or call it 
what you please. The horses were passed by him, and 
the next day or the day after, they were both lame, and 
Broadwood was naturally dissatisfied and employed 
apother veterinary surgeon to have them examined, who 
pronounced them unsound. Now, Mr. President, it is not 
a matter of much consequence whether the horses were 
'unsound or not. I confess if they were unsound the 
offence is very much aggravated, but whether they were 
sound or not is immaterial. The point we have to con- 
sider is the agreement on the part of Pinkett to accept a 
| gift or commission. The horses were returned by Mr. 
| Broadwood to Shipway, and he immediately sent word 
'tohis banker to dishonour his cheque. Upon that Ship- 
way sued Broadwood for the sum of £200, and the case 
was tried at the Worcester Assizes. In the course of 
that trial it came out in evidence distinctly that Ship- 
way Offered Pinkett a gift or commission, or “some- 
thing,” as he calls it—call it what you please—if the 
horses were sold. Now Pinkett does not deny that. 1 
will say it in his favour, that he positively defends his 
action in that matter. He says he not only agreed to 
accept something, but positively tried to justify himself 
in that acceptance. Some severe things were said of the 
veterinary profession both by the judge, Mr. Justice 
Day, and the able Counsel who defended Broadwood. 
| Shipway won the day, but that cannot be quoted as an 
instance in support of Pinkett’s conduct, because the con- 
ditions upon which the horses werebought were fulfilled. 
Broadwood naturally appealed and the Court of Appeal 
very quickly settled the case and granted the — in 
‘favour of Broadwood. I do not wish to trouble you 
‘with what the judges at the Court of Appeal said ; I 
am quoting from a report in Zhe Times of what Lord 
Justice Chitty and Lord Justice Collins said about Pin 
kett. Lord Justice Chitty says this: “In my opinion there 
was ground for saying on the evidence that the payment 
had been actually made by Shipway to Pinkett.” Lord 
Justice Collins says: “The inference I would have 
drawn as a juryman was this: the offer was made and 
accepted. And I would go further and am inclined to 
think that the money had been actually received by 
Pinkett.” Upon that they granted the appeal, and 
Broadwood won his case. ‘The Press of the country, un- 


d| fortunately for us, took considerable notice of that case, 


and we are all agreed upon this, that we are very 
seriously damaged by the conduct of this member of our 


} re: of the legal advisers of the Highland Society and 
® College that neither body had any power over 


profession. Speaking for myself personally, J felt par- 
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ticularly aggrieved by the attitude which Zhe Field 
took in this matter, because Zhe Field has been not only 
sympathetic to us as a profession, but appreciative of our 
conduct and the services we render in our profession. 
The case came before the Registration Committee twice, 
and Mr. President and gentlemen, I wish you to notice 
that the Registration Committee is quite unanimous in 
its opinion that Pinkett is guilty of the offence that is 
brought against him. There is no doubt about that. 
The only difference of opinion was the punishment that 
ought to be administered to one who was guilty of that 
offence, and I differ from some other members of the 
Registration Committee from the finding of the Com- 
mittee in that respect. In my judgment I do not be- 
lieve that any offence of a graver kind could be com- 
mitted by a veterinary surgeon as such. If a veterinary 
surgeon accepts a gift from both sides, from the pur- 
chaser and the vendor, he places himself, as one of the 
Judges remarked, in a position. He allows 
his interest to clash with’ his duty, and no man of 
any sense or any professional honour could place himself 
in that position. What are we to do to-day? There 
are only two courses open to us: first, we may slur over 
this offence, which is practically what the Registration 
Committee ask us to do, by administering a rebuke to 
Mr. Pinkett for what he has done. It will then go to 
the world that we not only admit this man has done 
wrong, but toa large extent condone his offence. The 
only thing we can do as honourable men, in defence of 
our own profession, is to remove this man’s name from 
the Register. It was said yesterday, and at the previous 
meeting, that we would ruin this man if we take that 
course which I advise you to take now. Gentlemen, we 
cannot ruin that man. He is rumed already. He has 
ruined himself, and he was ruined before he came before 
us. We can defend other men in the profession who are 
living an honourable and upright life, and we ought not 
to allow him to inflict this injury upon us without taking 
a vigorous step to protect ourselves, and those who are 
in the profession. It will be a great shame and a great 
injustice to other members of the profession practising 
in the country if we condone this offence, as suggested 
by the Registration Committee. For those reasons I 
invite you to remove his name, according to my amend- 
ment, from the Register of the Royal ‘College of Veterin- 
ary Surgeons. 

Prof. PENBERTHY : It is with a great deal of feeling 
that I rise to second the motion of Mr. Fraser. I do 
this with the greater diffidence because I was not able to 
be present at the Registration Committee, and conse- 
quently I am not in possession of all the facts. But in 
seconding that resolution I depend, as it has not been 
challenged, on the statement of Mr. Fraser, that the 
Registration Committee were unanimous in their opinion 
that this gentleman had virtually done all that had been 
brought up against him in the complaint. I say, gen- 
tlemen, if you are going to punish a member of the pro- 
fession for inserting advertisements in opposition to your 
wish, if you are going to mete out that speedy punish- 
ment to him, how are you going to fall short in such a 
case as this, which makes us all feel ashamed. There is 
no veterinary surgeon of any morality at all whose ears 
did not tingle, and who did not wish he was not called a 
veterinary surgeon, when he read in Zhe Times the 
words of Lord Justice Chitty and Lord Justice Collins, 
and also the previous Judge, Mr. Justice Day, who tried 
the case originally. And then to read not only the 
leader in The Field, but in other papers. I am bound 
to say from that moment, and for some time afterwards, 
I felt disgraced by being connected with such a man. 
Gentlemen, I do not think it needs any more from me. 
lam sorry to do anything or be a ty to anything 
which would be against the report of the Registration 
Committee, as I said before, more especially as I was 
not present yesterday to hear the arguments. The 


statement of Mr. Fraser is not challenged, that it was. 


the opinion of the Committee that this gentleman 

accepted a bribe—you cannot call it anything else, call 

it by its proper name—accepted a bribe to pass these 

horses, and did pass them, and after they were passed 

they were sent toa veterinary surgeon known to all of 

pe: who declared these horses unsound within a few 
ays. 

The PRESIDENT: I do not know, gentlemen, whether 
I might save time, but I am instructed by our solicitor 
that we have not sufficient evidence in this particular 
case at the present moment that this gentleman should 
be struck off the Register. If you will call upon the 
Solicitor he will state his views why he gives that opinion 
to me. 

h “er Lawson: I beg to move that the Solicitor be 
eard. 

Mr. THATCHER (solicitor): Gentlemen, before a man 
can be struck off the rolls of this College he must be 
guilty of conduct disgraceful in a professional respect, 
and Section 8 says “The Council of the said Royal Col- 
lege shall, for the purpose of exercising in any case the 
power of removing a name from, or of restoring a name 
to, the Register of veterinary surgeons, ascertain the facts 
of the case by a Committee of the Council, the powers 
of the Committee being exercisable by not fewer than 
three members of the Committee, and the report of the 
Committee, after hearing the person concerned, if he so 
desires, shall be for the purpose aforesiid conclusive as 
to the facts, but so that the Council shall form their own 
judgment on the case, independently of any opinion of 
the committee.” The only report from the Registration 
Committee which is at present before this Council, is 
that Mr. Pinkett acted with great indiscretion. There is 
no report that he accepted a bribe or that a bribe was 
given tohim. This amendment Mr. President, if | may 
advise, is out of order ; the only motion Mr. Fraser can 
move on the subject is to refer the matter back again to 
the Registration Committee for further report. To 
move an amendment without the materials necessary 
cannot be done. 

The PresipENtT : With the material you now have to 
go on I am instructed you cannot move an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. Fraser : It occurred to me that that was possible, 
and it would have been wiser for me to suggest that the 
report be referred back to the committee, but I should 
like first of all to hear what the Council think about It, 
because it is no good giving unnecessary trouble if the 
Council, or any large section of it, is not with me. 

The Prestpent : [ cannot put that, because you hear 
what the Solicitor says. : 

Mr. Fraser : Will youallow me to modify my amend- 
ment? 

The Prestpent: Yes. You can ask for it to be re- 
ferred back. Then you will have the Council either with 
you or against you. 

Mr. Fraser: I will do that. 

Prof. W. O. Writr1aMs : I was under the impression 
yesterday at the Registration Committee that the charge 
made by Mr. Thatcher was believed by the ogra 
and that it was the intention of that committee tore st 
to the Council as to what punishment should be — 
on Pinkett. We, as a committee, decided upon the 


punishment, but I went away with the impression that 


we could not inflict any punishment, and it is for the 


Council now, on our found the charge 
roven, to decide what the punishment 1s. —o 
J Mr. ELpuick : I, asa member of the ea ge 
Committee, understood our Solicitor to say that w ete 
sent upas a report from the Registration — a 

was wale a suggestion to the Ccuncil, and it was [0 

Council to take action after they got our report. — 
The Presmpent: I think, gentlemen, this 

will be cleared up in a moment if you will allow - 


suici 
veter 
was 
for h 

Mr 


ab 
| ree 
m 
| 
| 
| 
| 
(dey 
| Jan 
| vete 
| wee! 
| heal 
heck 
neur 
| else 
| 
| 
oe 
ay 
RL 
i 
k 
came 
About 
ans 
| 
arte 
tice 
anc 
bad be 
| When 
| 
4 he wa 
| : 
: 
| Willi 
Way, ga 
: 
| : 
: 
| | Dick-m¢ 
|| : 
| Mid he 
shortly 
|, 
i 
¢ | 


be re- 
with 


-essi0n 


April 29, 1899 


VETERINARY RECORD 


645 


Thatcher to give his reasons why we cannot do something 
at this moment. You can refer it back, but you had 
better hear the reason why we cannot do anything 


Let us have the 
reason Why it cannot be done to-day, it will not take a 


absolutely at the present moment. 


moment now. 
(To be continued.) 


EXTRACTS AND NOTES. 


DEATH OF A V.S. FROM AN OVERDOSE OF 
PRUSSIC-ACID. 


On Tuesday afternoon, April 18th, Mr. A. H. Hebbert 
(deputy-coroner) held an inquest at the Fountain Inn, 


Hagley Road, Stourbridge, touching the death of Mr. 
James Davis Walker (27), veterinary surgeon, assistant 
toMr. James Blakeway, of Stourbridge, living at 21, 
Hagley Road, Stourbridge, who was found dead in bed 
by his landlady on Friday night. 

Mr. John Walker, 20 Camberwell Street, Wishaw, 
N.B., said deceased was his son, and was by profession a 
veterinary surgeon. He heard from him about three 
weeks or a month ago when he was apparently in good 
health, and wrote a cheery, nice letter. He understood 
from his son he took laudanum about two years ago for 
neuralgia. He never knew deceased to take anything 
else in the way of drugs. He just took it at the time 
of his toothache. He had no reason for committing 
suicide neither in his affairs nor in his mind. Being a 
veterinary surgeon, he kn2w the action of drugs. He 
was fully qualified at 20, but had to wait till he was 21 
for his diploma. 

Mrs. Maria Saunders, with whom he lodged, said he 
came to her on the 8th November, last year. On Thurs- 
day morning in last week he was taken ill with a cold. 
He was sick and stayed in the house all day, and on 
Friday kept his bed. A doctor was to have come to see 
him, but did not, and in the afternoon a friend of his 
tame to see him, and at tea time he seemed very cheerful 
and much better. Soon after six o’clock she fetched his 
tea things away and he then said he felt very much 
better and should get up on the morrow. She did not 
how whether he was taking any medicine or not. 
About seven o’clock she went up to his room again and 
he appeared to be asleep. She spoke to him, but received 
loanswer. She went up later, and pulled his blinds 
down, and he still seemed to be asleep, and about a 
quarter past nine she discovered he was dead. She 
hoticed that he had evidently been out of bed between 
‘x and seven o'clock, and she also noticed that his box 

al been pulled a little out of place, and put it back. 
When she found he was dead she called Mr. Foreman, 
vho lived with deceased.—By the Coroner: Since he 

nwith you, he has always been cheerful? Yes, 
he Was particularly cheerful when I took his tea up. 
~You don’t think he committed suicide? N o, I should 
ot think that for one moment, 
illiam Hatton, a groom in the employ of Mr. Blake- 
‘ay, said he had known deceased since last September 
"October. I have seen him take drugs in his bedroom 
and In his surgery. He used to lodge with me. I have 
“n him take laudanam, I saw him take prussic acid, 


deceased’s effects he found £6 10s. 114d. in money, and 
some correspondence, but nothing to throw any light 
upon his death. The Coroner: Since he has been with 
Mr. Blakeway I have been in contact with him pretty 
nearly every day. He often told me how pleased he 
was with his berth at Mr. Blakeway’s. Dr. Kirkpatrick 
| said he had made a post-mortem examination of the 
| body, and on opening the heart he found its lining 
membrane full of a fluid which smelled of prussic acid. 
The stomach also smelled very strongly of the same 
vison. The Coroner: Are you satisfied that he died 
rom prussic acid poisoning! Yes; the smallest dose 
known to be fatal is twenty drops. People do take it as 
a pick-me-up. Mr. Blakeway said the deceased acted as 
his assistant. The bottle which had been found in 
deceased’s possession was not such as he (witness) had 
upon his premises. He did not know deceased ever 
took drugs, or that he had any troubles of any kind. He 
was perfectly satisfied with his services. The Coroner 
said the jury had heard that the deceased had been seen 
to take prussic acid upon more than one occasion, and 
had described it as a capital pick-me-up. ‘Vhere did not 
appear to be any reason for him to commit suicide, in- 
deed, the suggestion was scouted by all the witnesses.— 
The Jury returned an immediate verdict of ** Death from 
Misadventure.” 


ARMY VETERINARY DEPARTMENT. 


From The London Gazette : 
War Orrice, PALL MALL, April 2 
YEOMANRY Cava.ry. Dorsetshire (Queen’s Own).— 


Vet.-Surgeon J. Rowe, retired, is reappointed Vet.- 
Lieutenant. 


Vet.-Major G. F. Davis left the Curragh for Aldershot 
22nd inst. 

Vet.-Lieut. W. M. Millar has arrived from India on 
leave of absence. 

Vet.-Lieut. H. M. Durrant proceeded to Okehampton 
from Woolwich, 18th inst. 

The period of foreign service for veterinary officers has 
been reduced from 6 to 5 years. 


ARMY VETERINARY OFFICERS. 
TO THE EDITOR OF “THE ARMY AND NAVY GAZETTE.” 


Sir,—I am astonished te read in the Parliamentary 
reports of the decision at which the War Office has 
arrived with regard to the officers of the Army Veteri- 
nary Department, the more so as it is opposed to every 
principle of justice. By degrees the officers of all the 
old departments have had combatant rank conferred 
upon in This policy may or may not be wise. On 
that question it is too late to express an opinion. One 
department only has not been brought within the sphere 
of War Office favour. That department, then, is to go 
to the wall. I can write of the officers of the veterinary 
staff with some knowledge, for | have completed over 


‘td I asked him about it, and he said he took it as a 
cme-up when he felt low. I told him I should be | 
roy to take it. He used to laugh and say: You don’t 

ink I take that much to kill myself, do you? I have | 
ail im take it on several occasions. Inspector Sheriff | 
ry he was called in to see deceased on the F riday night | 
after ten o'clock. He was dead. Among the 


thirty years’ service, and commanded a cavalry regiment 
for five years, and I am bound to say that I cannot 
commend the judgment of the official, whoever it was, 
who influenced Lord Lansdowne to arrive at the decision 
announced by Mr. Powell-Williams on Tuesday in the 
House of Commons. This might be taken as a fairly 


representative club, and I find but one opinion expressed 
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among cavalry officers here. They all say, and say with 
reason, it seems to me, that it is a shame, prefixed with 
a big, big D. And soit is. On all hands I hear the 
ofticers of the veterinary staff spoken well of, and in the 
position in which they are placed they will, I feel sure, 
find a host of sympathising friends among officers of the 
mounted arms ready to assist them in obtaining their 
just rights. every question affecting the 
— of the cavalry arm is settled in one way at the 

ar Office. The opinions of cavalry officers are con- 
sidered as worth nothing. To have been associated with 
the cavalry is quite enough to raise the hands of all 
officials against one. It is due in a large measure to this 
spirit that that the recent decision has been come to, for 
on no ground of equity could it have been arrived at, 
having regard to the fact that the veterinary officers are 
to be doomed by it tu occupy a position inferior in status 
to those of all other corps aad departments. But I think 
I mistake the officers of the cavalry if they stand by 
quietly and see their friends made the scapegoats, 
because perhaps mistakes have been made in other 
directions, 

A Cavatry COoLoNEL. 
Army and Navy Club, April 20. 


To THE Epitror or “THE Broap ARROW.” . 


Srr,—Will you kindly grant me space to correct some 
important mistakes which appear in the letter signed 
“Common-sense,” in your issue of the Ist inst. Re- 
ferring to veterinary officers the writer says, “ veterinary 
officers do not command a large body of men, and they 
certainly have not passed a high standard of examination 
as the medical officers have done.” Why the writer 
should have made such an incorrect statement, as in the 
latter part of this sentence, I cannot divine. He is 
entirely mistaken, as the examination of candidates for 
the Army Veterinary Department is of a very high 
standard, severe and searching, and those who cannot 
well qualify are at once rejected. Moreover, the pre- 
liminary educational test of those wishing to enter the 
teaching veterinary colleges as students is the same—un- 
less a change has very recently been made—as that laid 
down by the General Medical Council for intending 
students for the medical profession, and the necessary 
certificates of proficiency are conferred by the same re- 
cognised examining bodies. The aspirant having suc- 
cessfully passed this preliminary educational examina- 
tion is admitted as a veterinary student at any one of 
the four chartered teaching veterinary colleges he may 
select, and he has to spend at least four years there, be- 
ing examined every year as to his progress by the inde- 
pendent examining board of the Royal College of Veter- 
mary Surgeons. When he has passed, in its proper 
turn, each of these progressive annual examinations he 
becomes eligible only after going through this four years’ 
curriculum to present himself for his final examination 
before the Court of Examiners of the Royal College of 
Veterinary Surgeon, and if successful in this final exam- 
ination, he receives his diploma. But should he subse- 

uently become a candidate for the Army Veterinary 

epartment he has to undergo a further most searching 
examination by a board of veterinary officers, when, if he 
qualifies, he is recommended for a commission. The 
above will show that “Common-sense” is misin- 
formed. 

As to military titles, it is true that, unlike the 
description given by “ Common-sense” of the duties of 
medical officers, the veterinary officer does not “ com- 
mand large bodies of men,” but his services are often 
utilised on active service in a combataat sense, as many 
veterinary ofticers—myself included—can abundantly 
testify. Indeed it is often said that he has at least as 
much to do in that regard as the officers of any other of 
the departments, both in peace and war. 


The great number of “crossed swords” opposite the 
names of the veterinary officers in the official Army List 
clearly indicates that they have ample opportunity of 
showing their mettle, and their very satisfactory mention 
in the despatches of generals commanding the armies is 
proof how well they do their duty. The latest eulogy is 
in the recent Soudan despatches of Lord Kitchener, and 
most complimentary to the officers of the Army Veterin- 
ary. Department.—I am, etc., 

A VETERINARY OFFICER. 
2nd April. 


Commenting on this subject The Army & Navy Gazette 
says :— 

U Captain Norton asked the Under-Secretary of State 
for War on Tuesday whether he would consider the 
advisability of placing the Army Veterinary Department 
on the same footing with the Royal Army Medical 
Corps as regards military status. Mr. Powell-Williams 
replied that the question had been considered, and the 
Secretary of State for War was not prepared to make 
any alterations. It is difticult to understand how such a 
decision can have been arrived at after all that has 
occurred. Onevery ground the wisdom of the decision 
is to be questioned. The officers of a!l other depart- 
ments of the Army have been given combatant titles, 
yet those whose duties may be said to be the most purely 
military ofall when on active service, who have to ride with 
their regiments into action and act as right-hand men 
to their commanding officers, are to be denied the status 
and advantages conceded to others. It stands to reason 
that the present settlement of the matter will not be 
allowed to stand, for it would be most prejudicial to the 
Army Veterinary Department if it did. In these circum- 
stances it is difficult to understand why the advisers of 
the Minister for War have not been more far-seeing. 
Official decisions ought to be influenced by some princi- 
ples of common sense. Seeing that the Commissariat 
and Transport, Ordnance, Medical, and Pay Depart- 
ments all have been given combatant titles in succession, 
the War Office has simply- gone out of its way to create | 
difficulties for itself by the decision announced on 
Tuesday. More than one high official has admitted 
that a great mistake has been made, and that the decision 
is inconsistent and absurd. On that point there can be 
no two doubts among reasoning men, after what has 
happened elsewhere. 


CORRESPONDENCE. 


ARMY VETERINARY TITLES. 


Sir, bt of 
The Officers of the A.V.D., owe you a de us 
gratitude ior your able and vigorous editorial in this 
week’s Record. Your have hit the key note of the peenee 
so accurately that I think the members of our —— 
in civil life will have no difficulty in graspig 
situation. 
It is to them that we look for help, and although 7 
veterinary surgeons are comparatively a small bo “abe te 
we were making very rapid progress and have — 
made our influence felt in the settlement of more 
one “ burning question. . 
The Under: ecretary of State’s reply t° 
Norton’s question in the House of Commons on feels 
instant, has very considerably increased the “_* the 
ing of discontent which already prevailes. 
Department, but as the answer was not a — “ll 
veterinary officers still hope that Lord Lans re a 
favourably reconsider their case, and b ey he Roya 
the same footing, as regards military titles, wit 
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Army Medical Corps, remove the deep seated grievance 
which at present exists. 
The Veterinary Department is now the only one in 
the Army with a prefix to its titles—all others, except 
the Chaplains, have been granted combatant rank pure 
and simple. There can be no excuse for the retention 
of the prefix in the case of the A.V.D. Its presence 
constitutes a slur on its officers, and reflects upon the 
rofession to which they have the honour to belong. 
It distinctly indicates an inferior position from a 
military point of view, and is both cumbrous and un- 
necessary. Captain Blank, Army Veterinary Depart- 
ment, at once denotes that officer’s position, and tautology 
is avoided. Another cogent reason for the abolition of the 
prefix is that it suggests similarity with the non-com- 
missioned rank of Farrier-Major, Drum-Major, etc., and 
is therefore objectionable. 
It has been suggested that the reason for leaving the 
officers of the A.V.D., in their present unique position 
is because they hold no Corps command, but this can 
hardly be the case, as the same excuse would apply to 
the Indian Medical Service, paymasters, schovulmasters, 
ete, none of whom command so much as a corporal’s 
rd, while all possesses military titles without prefix. 
oreover, veterinary officers have absolute control of 
important military establishments both in peace and war, 
under their commanding officers, and are responsible 
for the discipline of the men in their charge, as well as 
for the performance of their ordinary professivnal 
duties. The justice of the claim of the A.V.D., has 
already been recognised by combatant officers of high 
rank in the mounted services, and has not been opposed 
by the highest military authorities. 
_ The officers of the A.V.D., venture to hope that the 
interest already taken in their case may goon ye 
and that it may be the means of obtaining all they as 
for, and that is 
JUSTICE. 
24th April, 1899. 


Tue Forrucominc ELEcTION oF MEMBERS FOR THE 
CouncIL oF THE RoyAL CoLLEGE oF VETERINARY 
SURGEONS. 

Sir, 
lam very glad to see such a bold and sensible election 


this journal. But what puzzles me is why don’t the 
Council of the R.C.V.S. advertise the fact that so many 
vacancies will occur through resignations and retire- 
hent through lapse of time on the Council of the said 
College. I believe the General Medical Council adver- 
tise the fact that so many vacancies will occur, etc. Why 
don’t our governing body do likewise ! 

However this may be, I should like to ask Mr. Bower 
through the medium of your journal, before I give him 
lly vote, whether he considers it derogatory for a pro- 
fessional man to be engaged in trade and to use his pro- 
Jesonal title in the pursuit of that trade, no matter 
whether the title is used on his account forms, over his 

Usiness premises, or otherwise. Does he consider it 
ftir for unqualified men who have no idea of going in 
tor the qualification to take the bread out of the mouth 
% the legitimate practitioner ? Is it not a breach of 
the Veterinary Surgeons Act to employ such men?! Is 
t hot defrauding the public to employ men without a 
\Nalification or likely to qualify? Again, does he con- 
ier it derogatory for a practitioner to keep a forge and 

*ep the legitimate man (the farrier) out of his birth- 
ar Farriers tout for patronage and so do veterinary 
“tiers. The former is a practical tradesman, the latter 
“empirical one. By the latter one keeping a forge he 

&s undue advantage over the veterinary surgeon who 

hota forge. It is an advertisement; it may be a 


assistant or his foreman to tout for the patronage of 
shoeing and consequently obtain the veterinary attend- 
ance, etc. 

Does Mr. Bower consider it advantageous to the 
profession to allow men in it to buy horses with the sole 
object of selling them to clients, perhaps, as belonging to 
other clients, etc. ? 

Lord Russell seems to be very hard on the medical 
profession receiving bribes, but what would he say to 
ours, especially when one man admitted in open court 
having done so to pass a horse sound. Only to-day | 
was told by a respectable farrier that he went to see 
about the shoeing of the horses of a new comer into the 
West End of London when whom should he see there on 
the same errand but the qualified assistant of a well- 
known practitioner. This is not a rare instance. Again, 
I have been told that there are no V.S. who offer eoach- 
men bribes to patronise them. Some of these gentlemen 
are practical, f te take the bribe and don’t give give the 
patronage to the tempter. 

Someone in this journal the other week used the weak 
argument of “ two blacks not making one white,” because 
medical men who are not engaged as experts in equine 
matters dabble in horse-dealing it was argued that 
veterinary surgeons also should be allowed to do so. 
The veterinary profession should be above suspicion in 
horse matters and the only way to do this is by the Coun- 
cil of the Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons not 
allowing its members to be horse dealers. If it allows 
these practices as I have mentioned above then I say 
it brings our profession into disrepute. No sane man 
would object to a V.S. selling a horse that he originally 
bought for his own use, but when a man buys horses for 
the sole purpose of selling them at auction or other ~— 
he isa “ horse-dealer,” and no veterinary surgeon ought 
to be allowed to be such. It is for the purity of the 
profession I should like to see the veterinary tradesman 
divorced from the veterinary practitioner. I should like 
to see more of the general practitioner of Mr. Bower’s 
type on the Council and fewer schoolmen.—Yours 
truly, 

PURITAN. 


DISGRACEFUL CONDUCT. 
Sir, 


In your issue of the 15th inst., | note a letter dealing 
with the above subject, and while I wish cordially to 
indorse the views of your meee “Nemo” with 
regard to the “artfulness” so-called (the correct name 
for which I venture to suggest is flagrant dishonesty) 
which some veterinary surgeons not only constantly 
practice, but afterwards boast about, when in the 
company of their bosom friends, viz: grooms, horse 
coupers, et hoc genus omne over a social glass at their 
favourite house of call, which is generally a “pub” of 
low repute; 1 still think that he is asking of the 
Council an impossible task. He says “our Council 
should . . . . compel us to be gentlemen.” 
We have the authority of Sir Walter Scott for stating 
that “ you cannot make a silk purse out of a sow’s ear,” 
but the difficulty of that task would be a trifle light as 
air compared with the other task he mentioned, namely, 
to compel certain veterinary surgeons to be gentlemen. 
To certain members of the veterinary profession, 
dishonest conduct, lying, and drunkenness are as 
necessary as the air they breathe, and while these 
fellows (I will not prostitute the word by calling them 
men) are allowed to practice their dirty, underhand 
tricks and still to remain members of the profession, so 
long will the profession be looked down on by the 
general public who conclude (not unnaturally) that all 


of us are tarred with the same stick.— Yours —— 


Lonopoly, or the owner of it may allow his duly qualified 


(A dirty bird,” etc.) 
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RIN DERPEST—CORRECTIONS. 


ir, 

Some slight errors occur in the report of the paper read 
before the Central V.M.A. on the 6th inst. 

_ Page 617. Conclusions of Dr. Koch (2) should read : 
the bile was incapable of conveying rinderpest and con- 

age 620, first column, second paragraph, seventh lin 
read hence for however and in the second line of the thir 
paragraph on the same page and column read of the im- 
cubative period instead of inoculation. : 

Page 622, second column, instead of “without them 
taking the disease” read without their taking the 
disease. 

WALTER STAPLEY. 


Communications, Books, AND Papers RECEIVED :—Messrs. 
A.Green, §.Locke, F. Hobday, H.G.Simpson. Lieut. 
P.J. Harris. ‘ Fosco,” ‘‘ Justice,” ‘‘ Maroon Facings.” 

American Vety. Review, The Meat Trades Journal, The 
Army and Navy Gazette, The Englishman (Calcutta), The 
Sunday Daily Telegraph. 


Veterinary Societies—Addresses. 


Alterations for this list must be duly netified by the Secretaries 


Bompay V.M.A. 
Pres Major Jas. Mills, m.R.c.v.s. 
Vice-Pres: Vety.-Lieut. F. 8. H. Baldrey, m.n.c,v.s. a.v.p. 
N. D. Dhakmarvala, Esq., G.B.v.c. 
8. N. R Ranina, Esq., G.B.v.c. 
N. Narsingrao, Esq., G.B.v.c. 
Hon. Sec. & Treas: V. E. Vakharia, Esq., a.B.v.c, 


Borper Counties V.M.S. 
Pres: Mr. J. Carlisle, m.n.c.v.s., Carlisle. 
Hon. Sec. & Treas: Mr. H. Thompson, m.R.c.v.s., Aspatria. 
Meetings, Second Friday of Feb., June, and October 


Caucurta V.M.A. 
Pres: Mr. Greenhill, m.n.c.v.s. 
Hon. Sec: Mr. T. Assheton Smith, 156 Dhurrumtollah 


Centrat V.M.S. 
Pres. Mr. J. Sutcliffe Hurndall, u.r.c.v.s., 
Sussex Villas, Kensington, W, 
Hon. Sec: Mr. W. S. Mulvey, m.x.c.v.s., 
67 Lower Sloane Street, London. S.W. 
Meetings, Firsi Thursday in each month, except August 
and September, 10 Red Lion Square, Holborn, at 7 p.m. 


CentraL V,A. or TRELAND. 
Pres. Mr. John Freeman, r.n.v.v.s., Dublin 
Hon. Sec. & Treas; Mr. M. J. Cleary, m.r.c.v.s., Mullingar 


Eastern Counties V.M.A. 
Pres: Mr. F. W. Wragg, F.R.c.v.s., Whitechapel, London, E. 
Hon. Sec.: Mr. F. B. O. Taylor, m.x.c.v.s. 
Weston Longville, Norwich 
Meetings, Second Tuesday, Feb. and July 
Guiascow V.M.S. 
Pres. Principal McCall. 
Hon. Sec. Mr. R. G. Anderson. 
Vet. Mep. Assn. or [RELAND. 
Pres: Mr. T. D. Lambert. F.n.c.v.s. Store Street, Dublin 
Hon, Sec. Mr. J. McKenny, m.R.c.v.s. 
116 Stephens-green-west, Dublin 


LancasHirE V.M.A. 
Pres: Mr. John McKinna, F.x.c.v.s., Huddersfield 
Hon. Sec: Mr. Harry Locke, m.n.c.v.s. 
Grosvenor Street, Oxford Street., Manchester 
Meetings, 1st Thursday in March, Juye, Sept., & Dec. 


LincounsHikE V.M.S. 
Pres: Mr. J.T. Holmes, m.n.c.v.s., Bourne 
Hon. Sec: Mr. E. C. Russell, u.n.c.v.s., Grantham 
Meetings, Second Thursday, Feb., June and October 


Mipuanp Counties V.M.A. 


Pres: Mr. H. 3. Dawes, F.R.c.v.s., 
Camden House, High St., West Bromwich 
Hon. Sec: Mr. John Malcolm, rF.x.c.v.s: 


Holliday Street Wharf, Birmingham 
Meetings, Second Friday in Feb. & May. 
Second Tuesday in August, November 


Nationa Vet. Assocrarion. 
Pres: Mr. W. Harvey Bloye, F.n.c.v.s. 
Ebrington-st., Plymouth 
Sec: Mr. William Hunting, F.n.c.v.s, 

Treas: Mr. F. W. Wragg, F.R.c.v.s., Whitechapel, London. 
NatTionaL VETERINARY BENEVOLENT & Morvan 
DEFENCE Society. 

Pres: Mr. Geo. Morgan, F.x.c.v.s., 95 Stanhope-st. Liverpool 

Treas: Mr. E. Faulkner, r.n.c.v.s., Manchester 
Hon. Sec: Mr. Sam. Locke, m.x.c.v.s. 
Grosvenor Street, Oxford-st., Manchester 


New Wares V.M.A. 
Pres; Mr. John Stewart, H. AND A.s. 
Vice: Mr. John Pottie, u. and a.s. 
Hon. Sec. & Treas: Mr. J. D. Stewart, M.n.c.v.s. 


Nortu or Eneuanp V.M.A. 
Pres: Mr. G. Elphick, .x.c.v.s., Newcastle-on-Tyne. 
Hon. Sec: Mr. Dalgleish, m.r.c.v.s. 
St. Thomas’ Place, Newcastle-on-Tyne. 
Meetings, Third Friday, Feb., May, Aug. and Nov. 


Nortu or Scornanp V.M.S. 
Pres: Mr. Adam Sievwright, .n.c.v.s., 
Tarland, Aberdeenshire 
Hon. Sec: Mr. William McPherson, w.r.c.v.s., Huntly 


Ontario V.A. 
Pres: Mr. G. L. Robson. 
Sec: C. H. Sweetapple, Toronto. 


Royat Counties V.M.A. 
Pres: Mr. H. Slocock, r.r.c.v.s., Hounslow 
Hon. Sec: Mr. E. P. Owen, m.n.c.V.s. 
98 High Street, Thame 
Meetings, Last Friday, Feb., June and Nov. 


Scorrisn V.S, 
Pres: Mr. Reid, c.v.s , Auchtermuchty. 
Hon. Sec: Mr. W. D. Fairbairn, u.n.c.v.s., Cupar, Fifeshire 


Royat VETERINARY CoLLEGE M.A. 
Pres: Prof. Hobday. 
Hon. Sec: Mr. J. B. Walker, m.n.c.v.s., R. V. Coll. 
Assist. H.S. Mr. J. M. Tate, R.V.C., Camden Town, N.W. 


Scorrish Merroponitan V.M.S. 
Pres: Mr. Andrew Boyd, F.n.c.v.s., Melrose een 
Hon. Sec: Mr. P. Moir, m.x.c.v.s., 9 Kilmain Terr. Edinbro’ 


Sovurn Duruam anp Nortu Yorxsuire V.M.A. 
Pres.: Mr. C.G. Hill, m.z.c.v.s., Darlington 
Hon. Sec: Mr. W. Awde, ¥.n.c.v.s., Stockton-on-Tees. 
Meetings, First Friday, Mar., June, Sept. and Dec. 


SoutHern Cotnties V.M.S. 
Pres: Mr. J. T. King, m.n.c.v.s, Bournemouth, Hants 
Hon. Sec: Mr. C. Pack, m.n.c.v.s., Lymington, Hants. 
Meetings, Last Thursday, Mar., June and Sept. 


Sourn Waxes anp MonmovurusHire V.M.A. 
Pres: Mr. E. Sayer, m.x.c.v.s., Newport, Mon. 
Hon Sec. Mr. D. G. Davies, m.n.c.v.s., High-st, Swansea 
Treas. Mr, E. Sayer, u.n.c.v.s., Newport, Mon. 
Meetings First Thursday in March, and Autumn. 


Western Counties V.M.A. y 
Pres: Mr. F. T, Harvey, r.x.c.v.s., St, Columb, Cornwa 
Hon. Sec: Mr. John Dunstan, M.R.c.v.8. 
St. Mellion, Cornwal 
Meetings, Third Thursday, March, July and November 


West or Scornanp V.M.A. 
Pres: Dr. James McIntosh McCall, Vety, Coll. Glasgow 


Sec: &T: : Mr. J. Bishop, M.8.c.v.s., 


Yorxsuire V.M.A. field 
Pres Mr. T. Fletcher, u.n.c.v.s. Hillsborough, She 
Hon. Sec; Mr. A. McCarmick, m.8.¢.v.s., Kirkstall-rd, 
Meetings, Last Friday in Jan., April, and October. 
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